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1) proves that sea food contains far more iodine than any other common food. The soft bones 


pes of canned fish should be eaten for thetr calcium. And Americans are eating more and more 
3 billion pounds every year... more than 20 pounds for every man, woman, and child in 
Fish is delightful as the entree, or in cool crisp salads. 


ON AMERICAN COMMERCE 


HE PILGRIMS came over not only for religious freedom, but 

for fish. George Washington himself operated a commercial 
fishery on the Potomac. In fact, no American industry has a more 
colorful background than that of our fisheries. 


A hundred years ago whale oil supplied light. From New Bedford 
and Nantucket men, sailed the seven seas to harpoon the mighty 
whale. Perry opened the ports of Japan, the United States spent 
$7,200,000 for Alaska—partly as a refuge for whalers. During 1941 
the value of salmon alone, taken from Alaska, may equal 
$50,000,000. 


The products of the sea are found everywhere on land. An American 
woman, for example, begins her day by using soaps and cosmetics 
made with fish oil. Her perfume likely has a base of ambergris from 
the whale. Her comb may be of tortoise-shell, her toilet set the pearly 
essence from fish scales, her walking shoes of shark-skin, and her 
buttons are probably of ocean pearl or mussel shells. Over 1 billion 
pounds of sardines are caught off the California coast each year, 
supplying good food—yes, and valuable oils for paint, linoleum, 
cooking fats, and many other necessities. 


Over 170 kinds of sea food are now sold in our American markets. 
Over 100 foreign countries normally buy American fish—fresh, 
frozen, salted, and canned. No wonder then that today our fisheries 
provide a living for over 230,000 Americans ... not to mention the 
10 million other Americans who fish for sport, 10 million who are 
always willing to swear “the biggest one got away!” 


Let McCormick serve you too! 
Shipments with care and dispatch. 


M®°CORMICK Fo cies 


INTERCOASTAL — PACIFIC COASTWISE — PUERTO RICO 
461 Market St., San Francisco 


Eastern Offices: Philadelphia, New York, Baltimore, Pittsburgh, 
Norfolk, Chicago, and Detroit 
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NOTICE TO OUR SHIPPERS 


os 
The United States Maritime Commission has requested the g 
x 
intercoastal lines to divert a number of their ships to routes e 
and services more urgently required for purposes of national 3 
defense, and as we wish to cooperate with the Government fs 
a) 
ee 
to the fullest extent, it has been necessary for us to rearrange re 
our schedules. : 
With fewer ships at our disposal, our North Atlantic service % 
will hereafter offer a sailing approximately once every ten " 
days. With the exception of Manhattan, however, which will a P 
sie C] 
be omitted as a port of call for the time being, our itinerary is Li 
me M 
will remain unchanged. "i A 
| Si 
,; ee D 
Our South Atlantic service will be operated on a twenty day | Q 
‘ T 
frequency, but, again in view of the lesser number of ships D 
| D 
available, Puerto Rico will be omitted until further notice. : 
With the return of normal times, we expect to again increase . Ti 
our service to its previous status. Meanwhile, we hope that we Nome 
Pu 
may continue to enjoy your support as we have in the past. C 
Publ 






July 19, 1941 












selene Samples are shipped 


VOLUME LXVIII e NUMBER 3 


Jable of Contents so fast... it’s like 


having a factory in 






















































I Pik nes rag has sana yoatalars laminae acacd Cals wake 121 
Current Tepics in Washington. ............2cscc00- 123 


every foreign office 


Decisions of the Commission 
Stopher, Ida M., vs. Cinn. Union Terminal; No. 28495; 


EN oats "os cus ao low gee a ew Aaa wR ee 125 
Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
ee eee eee 125 
Wilson, Lee, & Co. (J. H. Crain and R. E. Lee Wilson, 
trustees), contract carrier application; MC 64529 
1 OS RCS ae ne ea a eee eee 125 
Packing sheds and facilities (Texas and Louisiana) Ex 
2 SS RR ereeerer eee 126 
Employe regulations; Ex Parte 72, sub. 1; San‘a Fe 
NE ES So dc nc as eal Ac ti os 5 bm a's Ge ee eine ares 126 
Hudgins, H. L., and Savannah Lighterage and Transfer 
Oe aS ES Sere eer 126 
Mid-Western Motor Freight Traffic Bureau, Inc., vs. 
Fraps; MC C-126; commodity rates.................. 127 
Continental Roll & Steel Foundry Co. vs. W. & L. E.; 
ei SE as 2G cowcae oak wcn: + aba eae aie mecoe ae 127 
Sugar to East Texas; fourth sec. app. 10108............ 127 
Grain and grain products from points in Iowa; fourth 
EC I lt ek re ere te rd ete as os ack ace ght mana are 127 
Bland, H., & Co. vs. T. & N. O. et al.; No. 28490 (also 
Sub. 1, same vs. M.-K.-T.); cottonseed ..............127 
Automobiles from east to Louisiana and Arkansas; 
Oe I ic irs yo <5 nes We ale laa. Reece Ba 4 meas 127 
Coal, Wyoming to idaho Falls, Lincoln and Shelley, 
ep ae eee Se eee 127 
Coal, Wyoming to Idaho; I. and S. M-1200............. 127 
Thompson, F. W., and Joe Bookshnis; MC 19339, sub. 
Se ca as pe oa occ wig ta arate & uldeereia tals eee WA ores 127 
Cement to Plymouth, N. C.; fourth sect. ap. 18271....128 c - P 
Coal to Georgetown, S. C.; fourth sect. ap. 18383..... 128 AST-MOVING executives to- speed with high frequency of 
oe ee Mobile to points in Miss.; fourth Ps day are using samples to’ schedules, links the 23,000 
Mich. Bean Co. vs. P. M.; No. 28526; storage of grain make sales in foreign territo- offices of Railway ao 
kA a Ss SA ere 128 ries. f hipping samples Agen with more than 165 
Kan. City Structural Steei Co. vs. A. T. and S. F. et al.; 7 They ~~ ni, Pali nied 8 : ‘ay : er ith 
>: al vetoes by Pan American International Latin American cities, wit 
Switching fruits at Tex. border points; I. and S. 4851.128 Air Express fortwocompelling many others in Alaska, the Pa- 
“Tore. yo igs Feta ee a a Oe ae, reasons: to get their goods to cific and the Orient. Full cover- 
Lumber from Cross City, Fla., to Port St. Joe, Fla.; prospects in advance of com- age insurance is offered at 
fourth sect. ap. ee aah es koe ae A Ew Ree RR Oe 128 petition and to bring out new nominal cost, also Cc. oO. D. 
eg Ee 133 merchandise and latest im- service to many countries. All 
’ — d products simultaneously shipping arrangements can be 
Clas PNG oii bia aime aise hie ae, Saawind awe — 
ass Rate Investigat aah at home and abroad. madethrough the nearest office 
Loss and Damage Decisions........................ 145 Pan American couples high of Railway Express Agency. 
Miscellaneous Traffic Decisions..................... 145 
Sa a ee ae 147 AIR EXPRESS - ++ GIVES MERCHANDISE THE SPEED OF 
. = AIR MAIL AT A FRACTION OF THE COST 
ils SMEONGE WRIGEWEN. 6.6 5 oh kcivinn voices dcameedieee.s 157 
SOMO OE TEOW ST OUNMIOIMORS 4 6g oa dio 6c :d oeksceas doesn 169 
RN RINNE IN cs 6 6 ud sds 0 Rist Glee ald hier 169 
Traffic Lesson No. 25, By G. Lloyd Wilson.......... 172 
ES Ee ee ee “175 
Re EG IN oi od. 5 co sense Beietere 176 
rN CN NE I a5 big ivi idea. Sie tb orecdiotes 182 ; 
I I ee eee 188 U.S.-Rio de Janeiro, 2%; days 


1 te. (44 doz.) $1.50* 








TRAFEIC WORLD 


Name Registered U. S. Patent Office—Copyrigh:, 1941, Traffic Service Corporation 
Published Every Saturday by The Traffic Service Corporation 


F ounded 1907—35th Year (ii) ieee Chile, 2% days U.S.-Mexice City, same day 





: .. $1.38" ., $1.82¢ 
E. F. Hamm, Jr., President and Treasurer Aer tac idocnwstati 





Henry A. PALMER, Secretary *Plus small charge for valuation. From L to R 
above . . . Link-Belt ball bearing, Nylon stocking 
Publishing Headquarters: 418 S. Market St., Chicago, IIl., U. S. A. samples, RCA crystal unit, Penberthy water gauge. 


Washington, D. C., Office: 1023-28 Earle Building 


EDITORIAL AND BUSINESS STAFF 


H. A. Patmer, A. E. Hetss, 
Editor and Manager Chief, Wash. News Bureau 
Stantey H. SmitH anv Rosert J. Bayer, Assistant Editors 
R. R. Lernem, Mgr., Special Service Dept., Washington 
D. J. Hansen, Circulation Mgr. EE. G. StanKeY, Advertising Mgr. 
Advertising Representatives: R. W. Cuiassen, J. B. Cox 
New York, N. Y., HotmMEes anv STEPHENSON 
124 Madison Ave. Plaza 8-2979 














Published weekly by THE Trarric Service Corp., 418 S. Market St., Chicago, Ill. Entered as 
second class matter January 1, 1913, at the postoffice at Chicago, Ill., under the Act of March 3, 1879. 





114 


Topay, more than ever, industrial organizations 
in selecting a new plant location must critically 
investigate every detail influencing the manufactur- 
ing abilities of their organization. Accessibility to 
markets and raw materials, climate, labor, power, 
water and taxes are but a few of the more important 
factors favorable to a location in the rich area be=- 
tween Richmond, Va., and Washington, D. C. A 
thorough and comprehensive analysis of these 
factors and others peculiar to your own industry 
will tell you why wise industrial leaders are turning to the Rich- 
mond, Fredericksburg and Potomac R. R. for new locations. 


You will find here a low-cost distribution center, for industries 
have the country’s principal consuming areas within first, 
second or third morning delivery range. The Richmond, 
Fredericksburg and Potomac R. R. connects with the Penn- 
sylvania R. R. and the Baltimore & Ohio R. R. to the North 
and West and with the Atlantic Coast Line and the Seaboard 
Air Line to the South. 


If you are contemplat- 
ing a branch plant or 
the relocation of your 


industry, write now for all the facts regarding this ideal 
location—a critical analysis free from the usual generalities in 
terms of your own industrial location problem. 
John B. Mordecai,: Traffic Manager, Richmond, Virginia. 
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® An ideal climatic condition elim- 
inmates economic losses of cold, 
snowy winters and exhausting 
summer temperatures. 


® Both skilled and unskilled native 
labor is plentiful. Because living 
costs are lower, workers can live 
comfortably on a per capita income 
less than required in many parts of 
the country. 


@ A supply of soft water ample 
enough to meet all demands is to 
be had at all times, and at a mini- 
mum cost. 


® Reasonable taxes compare favor- 
ably with most localities. Virginia 
Operates under a balanced budget 
and has no sales or luxury tax. 


@ An ample supply of electric cur- 
rent at reasonable rates. 


RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG 


AND POTOMAC RAILROAD 
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The Car Supply Problem 


We are familiar with the policy of the Association 

of American Railroads not to deny statements, 
no matter how exaggerated they may be, to the effect 
that the car supply is likely to prove inadequate in 
this national emergency, its idea being that whatever 
may be said along this line is helpful to it in impress- 
ing on the public and the authorities the necessity for 
measures that will permit the car supply to be ex- 
panded to the extent necessary—though we do not 
think much of that policy; we think the facts are what 
should be presented. The boy who cried “Wolf” so 
often would no doubt agree with us. 


But, however that may be, it is a different matter 


when Ralph Budd, transportation commissioner, ad- 


visory commission to the Council of National Defense 
and an outstanding railroad president, states affirma- 
tively, as he did this week to the directors of the 


American Short Line Railroad Association, that the 


—— 
railroad equipment plan set up a year ago aS Necessary 


is likely to fall short by some 20,000 
because of short j 
building plants. We do not imagine that this is 
“propaganda”’; it is a statement of what Mr. Budd 
believes to be a fact—and he ought to know. 

It is important, then, that the measures he advo- 
cates for the conservation of car supply—and other 
measures—be adopted, by the railroads themselves, on 
the one hand, and by the shippers, on the other, in co- 
operation with the railroads. 
did not mention _was_ economy and _ efficiency _in_the 
routing of freight. Indeed, he not only did not men- 
tion it but he expressed the hope that transportation 
might be so adequately provided even in this time of 


ight c 
strikes at car- 


One of the measures he 


emergency that shippers and travelers would be able 
to choose the form of transportation and the particular 
routes they preferred. We believe this is a mistaken 
hope and that railroads and shippers should cooperate 
to stretch car supply by taking advantage of the short 
haul and prompt delivery in every possible case. 

That they do not do this is notorious. Anybody 
who knows anything about the way in which the trans- 
portation business is being conducted knows that rail- 
roads are still soliciting business that could move more 
expeditiously and just as efficiently in other respect 
over other routes and that shippers are_yielding to 
this solicitation, as in normal times. It is, of course, 
understandable, though not excusable, that railroads 
should still be after business that might better go to 
their rivals, but that shippers should assist them in 
getting it has no reason behind it. 


The situation is but another phase of the well- 
known human nature. We sing God Bless America, 
stand when the national anthem is played, raise our 
hats when the flag passes, cheer empty patriotic 
speeches, sign resolutions, and make every other out- 
ward sign of patriotism—and continue as usual when 
our own affairs and our own pocketbooks are con- 
cerned. Why should railroads ask sympathy from the 
public and cooperation from shippers in their task of 
hauling the bulk of the country’s business in this war 
emergency and then neglect to pool their resources, 
to the extent that such pooling is necessary—or at 
least refrain from soliciting and taking business that 
does not logically belong to them? And why should 
shippers announce their faith in the ability of the rail- 
roads to carry the load and their willingness to co- 





OUR PLATFORM 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
portation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

_ An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
Principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 


Realization by railroads that they must do something by 
way of group operating economies to help themselves in their 
depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers in such 
economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of men, 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 
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operate to that end, and then throw a burden on the 
transportation machine that does not even profit them? 

It seems to us that this situation must be looked 
in the face a little more plainly than has yet been done. 
Those who are looking for a reason for placing the 
railroads in the hands of government may, we fear, 
find it here as time goes on. Why not make “coopera- 
tion” and “efficiency” personal and practical? 

Already a foundation for blaming the railroads for 
a car shortage—if one now develops—has been laid 
by Leon Henderson, OPACS administrator, in an ad- 
dress this week before a convention at Atlantic City. 
As reported elsewhere, he said: 


should have been building freight cars last summer 
with steel which cou ave been pro ead, we 
ulled ourselves into an apathetic feeling of security by chantin 


carloadings estimates Tar t00 Tow Tor the current program. 


It may be that the railroads seriously erred in not 
ordering several hundred thousand new freight cars 
in the spring of 1940 and that that error may subject 


them to an attack from the New Dealers the end of 
which will be government operation. However, just 
to keep the record straight as to the responsibility for 
this situation—if it is as Mr. Henderson states—Presi- 
dent Roosevelt is largely to blame because he did not 
call in President Pelley, of the Association of American 
Railroads, last year and tell him that American indus- 
try and transportation were going to be turned into an 
“arsenal for democracy” until Hitler and “aggressors” 
everywhere had been wiped out. 

Two important factors bearing on this situation 
were the passage of the selective service or draft act 
and the “lease-lend” act. The selective service bill was 
introduced June 20, 1940, and approved by the Presi- 
dent September 16, 1940. The “lease-lend’”’ bill was 
introduced January 10, 1941, and approved by the 
President March 11, 1941. The draft act and develop- 
ments thereunder, of course, increased the demand for 
transportation. If any such thing as the “lease-lend” 
bill with all its implications had been foreseen in the 
spring of 1940, industry and transportation well might 
be blamed for not having made greater preparations 
than they did to meet the results of this legislation. 


Adcertising Defense Campaign 


The Aluminum Company of America advertising 

campaign, “Aluminum, Defense and You,” appear- 
ing in some 70 business journals and publications, in- 
cluding THE TRAFFIC WORLD, is an outstanding ex- 
ample of how business management is looking beyond 
today’s perplexing problems and calling on advertis- 
ing to bridge the gap between now and the future, 
when things get back to normal. 

When it became apparent that the demands 
created by the country’s gigantic rearmament efforts 
would require all the aluminum that could be pro- 
duced at the moment, Aluminum Company of America 
made a drastic change in its advertising. Its campaign 
is designed to give customers, prospects, and the public 
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at large, facts direct from aluminum headquarters 
regarding the company’s production problems in meet- 
ing defense needs. 

This “insurance advertising” is explained by C. C¢. 
Carr, Alcoa advertising manager, thus: 


It is intended to accomplish these two main purposes: 
(1) Bridge the gap during the period when there will be a 
temporary civilian shortage because of national defense 
needs, and (2) retain the normal and peace-time markets 
after the present emergency is over. Our advertising this 
year is not for the present but is directed toward the future 
when aluminum will be more plentiful and cheaper than ever 
before, and production has been more than doubled. 

Just how the Aluminum Company is doing this is 
illustrated by the two-page, two-color spread in this 
week’s TRAFFIC WORLD (see inside back cover and page 
facing). This advertisement is typical of the series, 
It is informative, and each advertisement brings the 
reader up to date on the current aluminum situation. 

Instead of using aluminum ink as the second 
color in its advertisements, starting this month, the 
Aluminum Company has switched to a special peacock 
blue so as to make every possible effort to conserve 
aluminum for defense purposes. 


Public Relations Again 


And now comes the inevitable complaint that our 
editorial of last week with respect to the way in 
which the railroads conduct their public relations was 
a criticism of the public relations department of the 
Association of American Railroads, and the explana- 
tion that such criticism was not justified, for the rea- 
son that the public relations department of the A. A. R. 
had nothing to do with the matter in question (reduc- 
tions in transcontinental iron and steel rates asked 
by the government) and would have been out of order 
if it had butted in. 

We do not know that it is any use to explain 
to folks who seem to think that public relations are 
uncles and cousins who work in the postoffice, but 
we realize that the public relations department of the 
A. A. R. could not have participated in this case any 
more than it could participate in the railway wage 
case. Our point is that the machine ought to be such 
that it or somebody else could participate for the 
railroads as a whole in matters of this kind that are 
affected with public interest, at least to the extent of 
giving advice that would be accepted or considered. 
Our criticism is not of men—at least, not of the men 
who compose the so-called “public relations” staff— 
but of the system or lack of system that prevents them 
from doing the kind of work that ought to be done. 


We do not know how to make the thing plainer. 
There is such a thing as “public relations” and there 
are men who understand it. Those who do not, bul 
still maintain a department devoted to the subject, 
ought to learn what it means. Even a railroad presi 
dent does not know everything—Greek, for instance, 
or chemistry. 
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Some of the veteran Commission 
men are having their days made 
brighter now by reason of their 
contacts with representatives of 
the water carriers who are having 
their first experiences with the in- 
terstate commerce act. There are 
many carriers by water who never 
had to think about their rates and 
practices under the various Shipping Board and Maritime Com- 
mission acts. They were without any sort of regulation other 
than for safety. 

“Well, have you decided which has the more comfortable 
beds, Atlanta or Lewiston?” asked one of the jovial Commis- 
sion men, when a river steamer passenger man began making 
out a bunch of complimentary excursion tickets as a mark of 
appreciation for what had been done for him. 

All the river man could show on his face by reason of that 
question was utter bafflement. He had no idea that he was 
inviting a possible sentence to one of the federal prisons by 
what he was doing to show his appreciation for the help that 
had been given him. 

The Commission man was one who could and did kindly 
explain to the uninformed steamship man that, under the inter- 
state commerce act, passes were forbidden except in exchange 
of services among common carriers. It was news to him. 


Some of the Water 
Carrier Brethren Are 
Babes in the Wood 








St. Louis Class 
Rate Stud Poker Ing Up alter less than two full days 
5 eRe Is a fac 

Game Disappointing a way of handling it is 

arge . Some thin ere 

1s too much pol 

povernors of southern states have 

pe level of rates in the north ana 
A general criticism is that the Commission was too sting 

in the distribution © e material prepared by its staff and 


orma submitted a : st. oulis hearing. On on a promise 
at he would attend the St. Louis hearing could an applican 


reason of the 






or the material obtain a set of the exhibits and e explana- 
tory tex In_substan he was required to “bu Dlg in a 
poke” _b avine he intended to go to St. Louis before he could 
now whether. there was much in the poke that would give him 


a reason for going there. 


Another suggestion for the blow-up 
Aitchison in discouraging what obviously: he 


deemed repetitio 
ut, regardless of the criticisms mentioned, the fact was 


that men participating in the hearing acted as if they were 
ina stud poker game unwilling to go beyond the distribution 
of the hole card—the Commission’s material—because they 
wanted to determine the value of that hole card in front of 
each before risking much. The request, if not demand, that the 
underlying data from which the Commission men had drawn 
their figures and conclusions be made available to the parties 
of record seemed a move to determine the value of each sec- 
tional interest’s hole card. That was so notwithstanding that, 
even if Commissioner Aitchison had ruled in favor of those who 
had asked for the data, that data would not have been avail- 
able for use in the cross examination of the Commission wit- 
hesses at that hearing. 

It seemed obvious that the eastern trunk lines and the 
southern carriers were more than a bit suspicious about the 
desired data, lest they reveal things of hurt to one side or the 
other in their controversy about divisions. At least one at- 
torney for western railroads said that carriers in that region 
did not relish the idea of the data being made available for 
use by the shippers in their fights about rates. 

Parker McCollester, counsel for the state of New York, 
Seemed to have fewer inhibitions tending to restrain freedom 
of the tongue than any of his colleagues. He wanted the data 
and made his desire known in easily understood terminology. 
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' the whole country. 


oes to the heart o e 


g a 
contention of the southern governors tha is entitle 
o lower rates into the north. 
e southern interests were obviously pleased with the 


result of the work that had been done by the Commission’s 
employes. The southern railroads also obviously were not so 
jubilant for they, for years, had been insisting their costs were 
higher than in the north. 


One idea was that the Commission had set the hearing 


before the case was ripe for that part of the proceeding, partly 
on account of the urging of the southern governor influence. 
There is an interest in southern territory that is opposed to the 
breadth of the proceeding. It desires it confined to less-carload 
merchandise traffic, apparently, lest a downward revision of 
carload class rates have a deleterious effect on its carload 
commodity adjustment. Neither interest has made a secret of 
its efforts for or against various proposals. Some at least of 
what each has had to say is incorporated in five volumes of 
correspondence on the subject which the Commission has made 
up. The most conspicuous effort on the governors’ side is the 
forwarding to the Commission of resolutions adopted by south- 
ern and southwestern state commissioners at a meeting at 
Fort Lauderdale, Fla., last Dec. 10 urging the Commission to 
present as promptly as possible “its conclusions resulting from 
the said Chicago (pre-hearing) conference in the interest of 
appropriate presentation of the matters involved.” 
Rivers, of Georgia, chairman of the Southern Governors’ Con- 
ference, 
adopted, were forwarded to each member of the Commission. 
The whereases preceding the resolution set forth that it was 
important “that sectional disparities and discriminations in 
freight rate adjustments be corrected” and that “the economic 
welfare and development appear to require reasonably prompt 


Governor 


presented the speed-up resolutions which, when 





readjustment of the transportation costs throughout the 
country.” 
When the Association of American Railroads 
and the railroads made respondents in 
Anti-Trust United States of America vs. Association of 


American Railroads et al. are perpetually 
enjoined from making any agreement the 
effect of which will be to restrain or tend 
to restrain any of them in the making of 
through route and joint rate arrangements 
with carriers by motor vehicle (see Traffic 
World, July 12, p. 94) the foolishness of the administration of 
the Sherman anti-trust law will again be illustrated. Under 
the decree to which the railroads have consented, they bind 
themselves not to agree or conspire to prevent freedom of 
action. 


But will that bring about the competition the framers of 
the Sherman act desired? Experience says “No.” It has not 
in the matter of the production of goods. Many businesses 
have consented to the entry of such decrees. The decrees, how- 
ever, have not perceptibly promoted the competition the old 
saying declares to be the “life of trade.”” When units in a given 
trade or industry decide they will “end it all” by cutting loose 
with price reductions, there is a momentary disturbance in the 
market. But in a relatively short time the price-cutters get 
tired of that way of doing business and the storm is over. 
Whether it ends because the fighters have come to an agree- 
ment or by what may be called common consent, the public is 
soon again paying prices that yield some profit. 

Only one who can neither see nor hear can fail to perceive 
that, in the administration of the statutes committed to its care, 
the Commission’s face is set against price-cutting. The na- 
tional policy declared by the transportation act of 1940 and 
other parts of the statute the Commission administers, imply 
a getting together on lawful rates. That is the only way the 
fostering required by the interstate commerce act can be 
accomplished. Possibly the making of through route and joint 
rate arrangements among railroads and motor vehicles would 
increase competition among carriers, as desired by the writers 
of the Sherman law. But it could not go far before someone 
would allege that any serious rate action of a railroad and 
truck lines combined in a through route and joint rate arrange- 
ment was “destructive competition.” And the Commission, 
like a well organized fire department, would come running with 
hose and pumps to put out the fire. And when the Commission, 
in a case such as that about fruit and vegetable sheds in the 
southwest (elsewhere in this issue) lays down principles for 
the removal of an unlawful situation by the carriers them- 
selves, the carriers must agree on how the principles should be 
applied. They must take concerted action, probably in tech- 
nical violation of the anti-trust law. 


Law in 
Rate Making 
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The railroads are always collaborating in the making of 

rates, often as a result of what the Commission has said or 
indicated. Then why, it might be asked, should money be 
spent on cases such as the one in which the consent decree 
is to be issued? If through route and joint rates between rail- 
roads and motor carriers are desirable, the best way would be 
to amend the law so as to require the establishment of joint 
rates, as in the case of railroads. Entry of the decree will not 
bring them about. 
Uprising Milton C. Taintor, 
secretary of the Louisiana 
Farm Bureau Federation, 
opposes a suggestion that 
the federal tax on gasoline, 
one and a half cents a gal- 
lon, be increased. In his 
view, gasoline has become a 
necessity of life on a farm. 
Therefore, taxing it to any greater extent than at present is 
akin to a blunder—that is, something greater than a crime. 

A Taintor thesis is that the farmer must have his motor 
vehicle facilities. Another is that the farmer does not feel that 
his use of the highways is a “proper and adequate measure by 
which to determine his contribution toward the cost of national 
defense.” “Adequate” is usually taken to mean sufficient. It 
may, however, be suggested, that Mr. Taintor did not intend 
to convey the idea that the measure should be greater. But 
that was the way he was quoted, in the third person, by the 
American Petroleum Industries Committee. That organization 
is putting forth ideas expressed by various public or semi- 
public officials indicating that the mere thought of increasing 
the tax on gasoline is one of the most obvious of barbarities. 
Mr. Taintor pointed out that Louisiana had more than $103,- 
000,000 of highway bonds outstanding and depended on revenue 
from gasoline to pay off the bonds. 

“Should the federal tax on gasoline be increased and con- 
sumption curtailed,” said Mr. Taintor, “with the result that is 
predicted by some economists, our state would suffer em- 
barrassment of not being able to meet her road bonds as they 
mature.” 

There are some folks, it is suspected, who remember a 
man named Huey Long, now among the statuary immortals in 
the Capitol of the United States. It is a question whether those 
who remember the looting of that state, which was bad enough 
before Long came into power to disgust honest men, may not 
feel much sympathy with men who allowed themselves to be 
the victims of unsavory political gangs, even if they are not 
able to keep their promises to pay—on the dot.—A. E. H. 


Many Seem to Desire War 
or Defense, But Few 
Seem Willing to Pay 





Petroleum Transportation 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Debate over proposals to change H. R. 4816, the Cole pipe 
line construction bill, with respect to the President’s power 
thereunder to relieve certain pipe line operators from any duty 
or liability under the interstate commerce act and the natural 
gas act, preceded passage by the Senate, July 15, of the bill 
with an amendment on which the House had to pass before 
congressional action was completed on the measure. 

The bill grants powers to the President to facilitate the 
construction, extension or completion of interstate petroleum 
pipe lines related to national defense, and provides for exercise 
of the right of eminent domain and construction of pipe lines 
by the government if deemed necessary by the President. 

As reported by the interstate commerce committee to the 
Senate, the bill included the following committee amendment: 


Sec. 9. After June 30, 1943, neither the President, any department 
or agency of the government, nor any person shall exercise any of the 
pow@rs conferred by sections 2, 3, 4, 6, or 8 of this act; and in no 
case shall any pipe line constructed, extended, or completed under 
authority of section 4 be operated or maintained by or under the direc- 
tion or control of the President or any departemnt or agency of the 
government after the expiration of 1 year after the termination of the 
unlimited national emergency proclaimed in the proclamation issued by 
the President of the United States on May 27, 1941. 


The foregoing section was in the bill as passed by the 
House except the inclusion of “8,’’ thus making section 8 of the 
bill included with sections 2, 3, 4 and 6. Section 8 of the bill 
follows: 


Sec. 8. (a) Any pipe line with respect to which an advance is made 
or the right of eminent domain is exercised, under authority of this 
act, shall be constructed, extended, or completed, and operated and 
maintained, subject to such terms and conditions as the President may 
prescribe as necessary for national-defense purposes. 

(b) Nothing in this act shall operate to relieve any perosn, oper- 
ating any pipe line, from any duty or liability to which such person 
may be subject under the provisions of the interstate commerce act, in- 
cluding all acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto, or the 
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natural gas act, except that the President is authorized to relieve any 
person operating any pipe line with respect to which an advance jg 
made or the right of eminent domain is exercised under authority of 
this act, from any duty or liability under either of such acts to such 
extent as he may deem advisable for national-defense purposes. 


Chairman Eastman, of the Commission, wrote to Chairman 
Wheeler, of the committee, suggesting that section 8(b) be in. 
cluded in the limitation of power as set forth in section 9 as 
otherwise the President’s power to relieve pipe line operators 
from duties under the interstate commerce act would not be 
limited as to time. 

Senator Barkley, Democratic leader in the Senate, objected 
to inclusion of all of section 8 in section 9 and proposed that the 
amendment be limited to section 8(b). After considerable de. 
bate that was agreed to by the Senate. The Department of the 
Interior objected to inclusion of section 8(a) in the limitation 
of power. 


TANKER CONSTRUCTION 


The Maritime Commission announced that the keel of the 
first of the 72 tankers it was building at the Sun Shipbuilding 
and Drydock Co. plant at Chester, Pa., was laid July 15 ex. 
actly seven weeks after the contracts for the $194,400,000 order 
was signed. The vessel is scheduled to be delivered Feb. 28, 
1942. In addition the commission has under construction in its 
long-range program 11 other tankers. The total tanker pro- 
gram will cost $223,623,500. 








DISTRIBUTIONAL PETROLEUM RATES 


The western railroads’ traffic executives’ committee, at a 
meeting in Chicago last week which lasted several days, failed 
to take action on a proposal to make reductions in rates on 
petroleum products from pipe line and marine terminals to 
consuming points in Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Nebraska, 
North and South Dakota, Montana and Wyoming (see Traffic 
World, July 5, p 25). The proposal bears Western Trunk Line 
Committee docket No. D-37-592. The executives decided to put 
final decision in the matter over to a special meeting to be held 
- the near future, the exact date for which has not as yet 

een set. 


PIPE LINE EARNINGS 


For the last quarter of 1940, large oil pipe line companies, 
those having annual operating revenues of more than $500,000, 
received $53,401,337 in transportation revenue and originated 
on line and received from connections 329,561,266 barrels of 
oil, as compared with $52,163,407 and 315,240,389, respectively, 
for the same period last year, according to a Commission com- 
pilation of revenue and traffic of 44 of such companies, state- 
ment Q-600. The revenue was an increase of 2.4 per cent. 

Revenues of some of the larger companies for the last 
quarter of 1940 as compared with the same quarter of 1939 
were reported as follows: 

Humble Pipe Line Co., $5,538,111 and $5,797,839, a decrease 
of 4.5 per cent; Stanolind Pipe Line Co., $4,996,575 and $4,662- 
783, an increase of 7.2 per cent; Gulf Refining Co., $4,900,354 
and $4,931,421, a decrease of .6 per cent; Sinclair Refining Co. 
$4,280,088 and $4,672,766, a decrease of 8.4 per cent; Shell 
Pipe Line Corporation, $3,637,720 and $3,594,464, an increase 
of 1.2 per cent; Magnolia Pipe Line Co., $3,097,838 and $3,1%, 
252, a decrease of 2.9 per cent; Texas Pipe Line Co., $2,942,414 
and $2,483,950, an increase of 18.5 per cent; Phillips Petroleum 
Co., $2,472,129 and $2,197,107, an increase of 12.5 per cent; 
Great Lakes Pipe Line Co., $2,380 856 and $2,497,559, a decrease 
of 4.7 per cent; and Illinois Pipe Line Co., $2,319,637 and 
$2,623,769, a decrease of 11.6 per cent. 

Substantial increases in revenue were noted among the 
smaller companies. 


PRICE CONTROL AND RATES 


Legislation designed to provide for control of prices, unde! 
consideration by the Roosevelt administration, will includ 
transportation rates as one factor of cost to be subject to cor 
trol, it is understood. Just how this control would be accom: 
plished had not been determined, it was said this week. Th 
general subject was discussed July 16 at a meeting of cor 
gressional leaders and Leon Henderson, OPACS director, in the 
office of Vice-president Wallace of the Capitol. : 

At a press conference July 1 Mr. Henderson said that 
any effort to control prices all factors of cost, like wages and 
transportation costs, interest, etc., would have to be kept 
within restraint or some form of social control (see Traffic 
World, July 5, p. 31). 





LOANS TO RAILROADS ’ 

As of June 30 the Reconstruction Finance Corporation haé 

disbursed $810,325,175.16 in loans to railroads and repayments 

thereon totaled $345,018,216.67, according to the corporations 
monthly statement. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Transit on Grain Products 


Notwithstanding a dissent by Commissioner Alldredge 
suggesting unpleasant consequences, the Commission, by divi- 
sion 3, in No. 28557, Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. et al. vs. 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. has made an undue 
prejudice finding as to the storage-in-transit tariff provisions 
of the defendants pertaining to wheat flour, originating at 
points in Illinois and western states destined to points in 
Texas, Louisiana and Arkansas and reforwarded thence. It 
ordered the undue prejudice removed not later than Oct. 7. 

The finding is that the defendants’ failure to maintain at 
points on their lines in Texas, storage-in-transit arrangements 
on wheat flour originating at points in Illinois and certain 
western states and destined to points in Texas, Louisiana and 
Arkansas when reforwarded in straight carloads or in mixed 
carloads with grain, grain products and animal or poultry feed, 
while maintaining such arrangements for like traffic, at points 
in other states and at Marshall, Tex., on their lines, is not 
unreasonable but unduly prejudicial against the complainants 
and their localities in Texas and unduly preferential of locali- 
ties and shippers at localities in the other states, and at 
Marshall. ; 

According to the complaint the failure of the railroads to 
have storage-in-transit arrangements at the mill locations of 
the complainants similar to those outside of Texas and at 
Marshall, Tex., resulted in unreasonable charges as well as 
undue prejudice. The complainants asked the Commission 
to require the establishment of reasonable and non-prejudicial 
rates and transit arrangements. The Commission said there 
was but a limited showing as to the extent to which storage 
arrangements were used by competing shippers and localities. 

In his dissent Commissioner Alldredge said the com- 
plainants had the proper setting for a section 3 finding but 
that the evidence was too meager to support such a finding. 
The majority report itself, he observed, conceded that the 
evidence was meager. 

Nevertheless, added Commissioner Alldredge, an alterna- 
tive finding was made “which might have an adverse effect on 
the general flour and grain business in the southwest if de- 
fendants elect to cancel the transit privileges at other points.” 
In other words, under the Commission’s order to remove the 
undue prejudice without any specification as to how that should 
be done, the railroads were allowed the option of abolishing 
the privilege at all the preferred points, generally outside 
of Texas, so as to put them on the basis of the complaining 
Texas points, where there is no storage-in-transit privilege. 
He said he did not believe the Commission should issue such 
an order as it put out in this case, on a scanty showing. 
His view was that the complaint should be dismissed on a 
finding that such prejudice as might exist was not undue. 
He remarked that an attempt was made to distinguish this 
case from El Campo Rice Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F., 157 


I. C. C. 63, which was dismissed, but his impression was that ° 


the complainants in that case made a much better showing 
than those in this case. The same conclusion, he said, he 
believed would have been reached even if the complainants 
had not admitted that elimination of the transit arrangements 
at the alleged preferred points would not be satisfactory to 
them. 


CONTRACT CARRIAGE BY “TRUST” 


Operations of motor trucks owned by a Massachusetts form 
of common law trust, with headquarters in Arkansas, in trans- 
porting property for various business enterprises under its con- 
trol constitute contract carriage, but in the movement of vari- 
ous commodities produced by it, generally from farm or gin 
to market, and in the transportation of supplies inbound, the 
trust is rendering transportation services as a private carrier, 
according to the view of the Commission. 

On the basis of this conclusion, the Commission, by division 
5, has authorized applicants in MC 64529, Sub. No. 1, Lee Wil- 
son & Co. (J. H. Crain and R. E. Lee Wilson, Jr., trustees), of 
Wilson, Ark., contract carrier application, to operate as a con- 
tract carrier of general commodities, with certain exceptions, 
between specified points in Arkansas, Tennessee and Mississippi, 
over regular routes. 

The report showed that the properties in which the trust 
Owned a 100 per cent or a controlling interest were varied, 


including 50,000 acres of farm land, various merchandising and 
manufacturing establishments, and a cooperative association. 
It observed that the trust proposed to render transportation 
service on its own behalf and in its own vehicles, and also in 
connection with the maintenance of other enterprises. After 
discussing the relationship of these enterprises to the trust 
as the “dominant entity,” the Commission said it assumed 
that control by the trust over affairs of the related companies 
was for the purpose of a bona fide separate administration of 
the business of each, and that they might be treated as un- 
related enterprises when using the transportation services here 
involved. 

“When the motor vehicle equipment of the trust is used 
to transport freight either to or from a related enterprise,” said 
the report, “a charge is made against the particular organiza- 
tion for which the service is performed. Although the method 
of computing the amount of charges was not made known, we 
do not regard the absence of those facts of particular impor- 
tance in this case. Such service will be rendered for 
compensation and will be made the subject of proper contracts 
to be filed with us. . . .” 





Red Cap Charges Subject to I. C. C. 


; While the Commission, division 3, said it recognized that 
its decision in No. 28495, Ida M. Stopher vs. Cincinnati Union 
Terminal Co., Inc., in which it found it had jurisdiction over 
the carrying of baggage by red caps at the defendant’s pas- 
senger station at Cincinnati, O., and defendant’s charges 
for that service, would serve as a precedent for red-cap charges 
at other stations, it definitely stated that its order directing 
the filing of a tariff would relate only to those charges of 
defendant at Cincinnati (see Traffic World, July 12). 

The case grew out of an allegation that defendant’s charge 
of 10 cents for each piece of baggage carried at the Cincinnati 
passenger station by red cap porters was illegal, as it was not 
authorized by tariff publication; unreasonable, as the service 
was a part of the railroad transportation and covered by the 
fare paid for the railroad ticket, and was not uniformly ap- 
plied, thereby causing unjust discrimination and undue preju- 
dice and preference. The complaint was supported by the 
United Transport Service Employes of America, formerly 
known as the International Brotherhood of Red Caps. De- 
fendant’s present 10-cent charge for the service in question 
was found by the Commission not to be unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory, or unduly prejudicial. 

In considering the question of its jurisdiction, the Com- 
mission referred to the provisions of sections 1 (1) (a), 1 (2) 
(a), 1 (3) of the interstate commerce act, relating to trans- 
portation and terminal services, section 1 (5) (a), respecting 
charges for services rendered in the transportation of pas- 
sengers and property, and section 6 (1) requiring the filing of 
tariffs, and said: 

“Two things appear clear at the outset—(a) defendant 
is subject to the act, and (b) the Commission has not re- 
quired the separate statement in schedules of red cap charges, 
either under that name, or as ‘terminal charges.’ ” 

Defendants, the Commission said, considered red cap 
activities as a personal service analogous to that provided for 
in dining cars, restaurants, and barber shops, and other sta- 
tion conveniences which travelers and others might use if they 
so desired. In Southwestern Produce Distributors vs. Wabash, 
20 I. C. C. 458, the Commission said it referred to such enter- 
prises as not part of the service that the carrier rendered 
the public as part of its published rates, but as something 
that added to the general comfort of the public. 

As to the services mentioned, the Commission said it had 
no difficulty in recognizing that they were personal. But, it 
said, it was only necessary to point out that it had 
long been recognized that passenger transportation by 
railroad, bus, water lines, and air lines included the right of 
passengers to carry hand baggage, to establish that the 
carrying of a passenger’s baggage from and to trains was 
much more closely related to the physical transportation in 
railway cars than were the other services mentioned. In many 
instances, it said, it would result in great inconvenience if 
passengers were unable to obtain station porters to carry their 
hand baggage, and in some instances, it would be physically 
impossible for the passenger to carry his or her hand baggage. 







































126 






It was not of controlling importance that the red cap service 
was optional and was used by a minor proportion of passengers, 
said the commission. It added that there were various services 
in connection with transportation which were available to ship- 
pers at their option, and at a published charge, such as load- 
ing and unloading freight at certain points, the furnishing of 
ice for perishable traffic, and switching. ie ; 

“We are of the view that the red cap service in question, 
in so far as it relates to the carrying of hand baggage within 
defendant’s passenger station and to and from trains, is in 
the nature of a terminal service, and is so closely related 
to physical transportation in railway cars that the charge 
therefor should be filed with this Commission under the pro- 
visions of section 6 of the act, and that such charge is subject 
to our jurisdiction with respect to its lawfulness,” says the 
Commission. : 

As to complainant’s contention that the red cap service 
was unreasonable because the service was a part of railroad 
transportation and covered by the fare for the railroad ticket, 
the Commission said it seemed clear that “the additional cost 
to the carrier incident to the carriage by a red cap of a pas- 
senger’s baggage was not considered in making passenger 
rates.” 

Commissioner Mahaffie, dissenting in part, said that, “aside 
from the practical aspects of the matter, in my opinion the 
service under consideration is a personal one, not of a char- 
acter the carrier can be required under law to perform, and 
not subject to our jurisdiction.” He said the complaint should 
be dismissed. 





WATER EXEMPTION ACTION 


Using its decision in W-38, Nassau Barge Corporation, 
decided May 12, 1941, as a guide, the Commission, by division 
4, has denied application of H. L. Hudgins, of Norfolk, Va., 
and Savannah Lighterage & Transfer Co., of Savannah, Ga., 
made in W-161 and W-76, respectively, for exemption under 
section 303 (e) of part III of the interstate commerce act, 
effective July 27. The Commission said it found that the ap- 
plicants had failed to establish that the transportation con- 
ducted by them, by reason of the inherent nature of the com- 
modities transported, their requirement of special equipment, 
or their shipment in bulk, were not actually and substantially 
in competition with any common carrier subject to the act. 

Effective July 2, the Commission has exempted the trans- 
portation by the applicant in W-185, Vesta Coal Co., Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., of the property of Jones and Laughlin Steel Cor- 
poration, of Pittsburgh. Pa., from all the provisions of part 
TII of the act. The Commission said it found that all the 
authorized capital stock of the applicant had been issued 
to and was owned by Jones and Laughlin and that applicant 
transported for compensation solely property of the corpora- 
tion. The applicant applied for exemption under section 303 
(h) of part III of the act. 

In W-181, Simpson Logging Co., Sheldon, Wash., division 
4, has dismissed, at the request of applicant, application for 
exemption under section 303 (h) of part III of the act. 


NEWS AGENTS SANTA FE EMPLOYES 
The Commission, by division 3, in Ex Parte No. 72, Sub. 1, 
regulations concerning the class of employes and subordinate 
officials to be included within the term “employe” under the 


railway labor act, has amended its order of February 5, 1924,. 


in that case, so as to designate news agents on trains of the 
Santa Fe as employes of that carrier and not subordinate offi- 
cials, under section 1(5) of the railway labor act. It found 
the work of news agents on trains of that carrier to be per- 
formed by persons in the employ of the Santa Fe; in perform- 
ing their work those news agents were subject to the continuing 
authority of that carrier to supervise and direct the manner of 
rendition of their services; and work of those news agents to 
be that of employes of that carrier and not that of subordinate 
officials. 

The Dining Car Employes’ Union, Local No. 351, asked the 
Commission to amend or interpret its orders now in effect, de- 
fining and classifying employes and subordinate officials of com- 
mon carriers, so as to include persons employed as news agents on 
trains of the Santa Fe so as to bring those persons within the term 
“employe” as used in section 1(5) of the railway labor act. The 
Commission said the record warranted the same conclusion here 
with respect to news agents as it did in Regulations Concerning 
Employes under Ry. Labor Act, 231 I. C. C. 91, after pointing 
out the duties of the news agents. 

Dissenting, Commissioner Johnson said the Commission had 
no jurisdiction to determine the issues presented. The only 
jurisdiction the Commission had under section 1(5) of the rail- 
way labor act, he said was to amend or interpret orders defin- 
ing work as that of employes or subordinate officials. If the 
question submitted were whether the Commission’s orders 
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should be amended to so define the work of news agents on the 
Santa Fe, he said he would be inclined on the evidence now 
before it to find in the affirmative. 


Rentals for Rail Packing Sheds 


Failure of the railroads in Texas and Louisiana to charge 
any or inadequate rental for the use by fruit and vegetable 
shippers of their packing sheds and similar facilities has been 
found unlawful by the Commission, in Ex Parte No. 104, part 
VII, packing sheds and facilities (Texas and Louisiana), in vio- 
lation of section 6(7) of the interstate commerce act, requir- 
ing them to file tariffs and charges for all their services that 
are just, reasonable and nondiscriminatory. 

The decision as to rentals for sheds, etc., is made in a gen- 
eral proceeding instituted by the Commission into the prac- 
tices of carriers affecting operating revenues or expenses, one 
familiar part of which is that pertaining to work at industrial 
plants which have complex switching in the plant enclosure 
and land adjacent thereto as, for instance, at the plant of the 
Staley Manufacturing Co. at Decatur, Ill. 

According to the Commission the law places on a carrier 
the obligation to receive, transport and deliver traffic which is 
offered. That, says the report, places on the carrier the inci- 
dental obligation to provide for the use of the public, terminal 
facilities such as stations, platforms and team tracks as may 
be reasonably necessary. Compensation for use of such facili- 
ties, says the report, is usually included in the rate. In certain 
localities here considered, said the report, such as in the south- 
ern part of Texas, for instance, special facilities had been pro- 
vided by the carriers for the use of vegetable shippers, which 
were covered by annual leases and were not open to the gen- 
eral public. The propriety of collecting rent for such facili- 
ties, the report said, was not disputed on this record and was 
not open to question. In some instances, the report said, no 
rent was charged and were of particular concern in this pro- 
ceeding. It said they were more or less makeshift and crude. 
They were used, it added, in the shipping season, and for the 


loading and unloading of other commodities in other seasons 
of the year. 


The fact that the granting of the use of such facilities 
without charge therefor, for the preparation and packing of 
vegetables, as if the sheds were the business places of the users, 
on account of competition or for the promotion of the business 
resulting in tonnage for the carrier, the report said, was not 
sufficient justification for the practice. The practices could be 
justified, if at all, only on the theory that they were part of 
the carrier’s general facilities provided for the use of the 
public and that compensation for their use was included in the 
freight rate. But here it was pointed out, facilities were pro- 
vided for specified shippers, not all shippers. 

In these circumstances, the report said, it seemed clear 
that in failing to charge rent the carriers were giving free to 
the vegetable shippers using them, a valuable service which 
was not accorded to shippers generally of miscellaneous traffic, 
and were, in substance and effect, bearing a part of the busi- 
ness expense of such shippers. Theoretically, the report said, 
the rental for use of such a facility for preparing and packing, 
should be sufficient to yield a fair return on the value of the 
property, plus taxes, insurance, depreciation and maintenance. 
As a practical matter, however, said the report this basis would 
not be acceptable and “it is our opinion that the law does not 
require it.” Rents designed to produce a fair return on the 
investment, said the report, would not be uniform on account 
of the difference in investment and lack of that uniformity. in 
instances where shippers were in competition im the buying 
of vegetables, would not be satisfactory because, as a rule, 
space in a higher cost building, would be of ’no more value to 4 
vegetable man than space in a less expensive structure. 

The Commission concluded that rents in individual produc- 
ing areas should be on a uniform basis by the square foot of 
space occupied, arrived at on an average basis and that the 
rents should, so far as possible, be sufficient in the aggregate 
to yield a fair return on the value of the facilities, plus taxes, 
insurance, depreciation and maintenance but that that basis 
might, where necessary, be modified by other considerations, 
such, for instance, as the rent at which adequate non-carrier- 
owned facilities could be obtained in the same locality, the 
desirability of obtaining some return on the railroad facilities 
rather than to have them unoccupied, and the value to the 
shipper. This, said the report, had reference to instances where 
it was proper to charge rent for the whole year. In those 
instances where the charging of rent for less than a year was 
approved, the same basis, reduced to a monthly rate, should 
be observed as a minimum, said the report. 

The Commission said the entry of an order was not neces 
sary at this time. The proceeding, however, was held open for 
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such further action as might be necessary. Carriers are ex- 
ected to work out a plan for charging rent. 

Dissenting in part Commissioner Aitchison, with whom 
Commissioner Porter joined, said he dissented from that part 
authorizing the carriers to disregard the element of return 
on the value of the structures used by shippers. 

Also disagreeing with the majority Commissioner Splawn 
said he was not convinced that there was adequate basis for the 
conclusion that providing these meager facilities to all shippers 
who —— them, without compensation, was shown to be 
unlawful. 


Unlawful Operation No Bar 


Unlawful motor carrier operations are not an absolute 
bar to the granting of a certificate where it appears that denial 
of the requested authority would, in effect, deprive the public 
in the affected territory of a needed transportation service. 

That declaration was made by the Commission, division 5, 
in a report in MC 19339, Sub. 5, F. W. Thompson and Joe 
Bookshnis, extension, Attalia-The Dalles-Umatilla and Van- 
couver, in which it authorized the issuance of a certificate cover- 
ing the common carriage of petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank trucks, from Vancouver, Wash., to points in Oregon, with 
exceptions, and from Portland, Ore., to Vancouver, and from 
Vancouver and The Dalles and Umatilla, Ore., to points in Nez 
Perce county, Ida., and Asotin and Garfield counties, Wash., and 
from Attalia to points in Nez Perce county, over irregular 
routes. 

Protesting interests contended that applicants’ past opera- 
tions from Vancouver to points in western Oregon had been, 
and were being conducted openly, knowingly, and defiantly in 
violation of the motor carrier act, and that for that reason they 
were not fit to conduct the proposed service. Commissioner 
Patterson dissented, raising the question of “fitness.” He said 
applicants continued to operate despite repeated warnings, and 
in the district court of Oregon they were fined $965 on a plea 
of guilty to counts charging operation without authority and 
with paying rebates. 

“The law requires that an applicant be fit to perform the 
service for which he seeks a certificate,” said Commissioner 
Patterson. “Congress must have felt that it would stultify us 
if we were compelled to grant authority to operate to carriers 
who had demonstrated their unfitness to conform to the require- 

ments of regulation. It gave us not only the power, but im- 
posed upon us the duty to see that the transportation needs of 
the country were not placed in the hands of carriers who were 
unfit to perform the public service which their calling demands. 
We have full knowledge of facts that have an important bear- 
ing upon applicants’ fitness. It is our duty to consider such 
facts and any facts in rebuttal that applicants may desire to 
present before granting them authority to operate. The pro- 
ceeding should be reopened for that purpose.” 


Commission Reports 


Commodity Rates 


MC C-126, Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., 
vs. George S. Fraps, Jr. By division 3. Truckload rates main- 
tained by defendant on various commodities from and to 
points in Arkansas, Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky, Iowa, Michigan, 
Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin, not shown to be unlawful, and 
complaint dismissed as to such rates. Truckload rate of 8.25 
cents a package, not to exceed 28 pounds in weight if in fibre- 
board cartons, or 35 pounds if in wooden boxes or crates, or 
approximately from 23.5 to 29.5 cents a hundred pounds, empty 
malt beverage containers, minimum 10,000 pounds, Newport, 
Ark., to Evansville, Ind., unreasonably low and unlawful to 
the extent it is less than 30 cents, minimum 14,000 pounds. 


Automobiles 


Fourth section application No. 18486, automobiles from 
east to Louisiana and Arkansas. By division 2. Authority 
granted by F. S. O. 14287, subject to conditions, to maintain 
joint through rates on automobiles and parts, carloads, St. 
Louis, Mo., Detroit, Mich., and other points to destinations in 
Arkansas and Louisiana, as to which temporary relief was given 
by F. S. O. 13983, without observing the aggregate-of-inter- 
mediates provision of section 4. 


Coal 


I. and S. M-1122, coal, Wyoming to Idaho Falls, Lincoln, 
and Shelley, Ida., embracing I. and S. M-1160 and I. and S. 
M-1200, of the same title, and MC C-185, coal, Wyoming to 
Idaho. By division 2. Reduced motor common carrier com- 


modity rates of $3 on coal, from Wyoming points within 35 
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miles of Alpine, Wyo., to Idaho Falls, Lincoln, and Shelley, 
Ida., in I. and S. Nos. M-1122, M-1160, and M-1200, not justi- 
fied, ordered canceled on or before September 1, and proceed- 
ings discontinued. In MC C-185, record found insufficient to 
afford basis for prescribing reasonable minimum rates and 
charges on coal from mines in Wyoming within 35 miles of 
Alpine to points in Idaho. Minimum weights in excess of 
20,000 pounds, in connection with present rates on that traffic, 
unlawful and ordered canceled on or before September 1. 


Sand 
No. 28596, Continental Roll & Steel Foundry Co. vs. 
Wheeling & Lake Erie. By the Commission. Report by Com- 
missioner Mahaffie. Rates charged of $1.20, on shipments 
moved between March 12 and October 12, 1937, and $1.32, on 
shipments moved between October 9, 1939, and February 28, 
1941, sand, Dundee, O., to Wheeling, W. Va., unreasonable 
to the extent that the former exceeded $1 prior to December 
20, 1937, and the latter, in effect since April 14, 1938, ex- 
ceeded, exceeds, or might exceed $1.10. Reparation, with 
interest, awarded. 
Sugar 


Fourth section application No. 18108, sugar to East Texas. 
By division 2. Authority granted by F. S. O. 14285, on con- 
ditions, to establish and maintain rates, sugar, origins in 
Colorado, Idaho, Nebraska, Oregon, Utah, and Wyoming to 
points in Texas, as to which temporary relief was given in 
F. S. O. 13665, without observing the long-and-short-haul part 
of the fourth section. 


Grain and Products 


Fourth section application No. 18448, grain and grain 
products from points in Iowa. By division 2. Authority 
granted by F. S. O. 14284, subject to conditions, to maintain 
rates on grain and grain products, including soya beans, origins 
in Iowa to destinations in that state, as to which temporary 
relief was given by F. S. O. 13897, without observing the 
long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section at intermediate 
points. 

Cottonseed 


No. 28490, H. Bland & Co. vs. Texas & New Orleans et al., 
embracing Sub. 1, Same vs. M.-K.-T. of T. et al. By division 
3. Dismissed. Rates charged, cottonseed, shipped during 
October and November, 1937, Waterproof and Ferriday, La., 
to Seguin, Tex., and from Hamburg, Moreauville and Villa 
Platte, La., to Smithfield, Tex., applicable, except that the 
applicable rate on shipments from Waterproof and Ferriday 
was 42 cents. Shipments found not to have been misrouted as 
alleged and applicable rates found not unreasonable or other- 
wise unlawful. The Ferriday shipment was overcharged one 
cent, while from Waterproof one shipment was overcharged 
2 cents, and another, undercharged 7 cents, said the report, 
adding that defendants should make prompt refund of the 
overcharges. 

Cement 


Fourth section application No. 18271, cement to Plymouth, 
N. C. By division 2. A. C. L. authorized by F. S. O. 14292, on 
conditions, to establish and maintain a rate not lower than 9 
cents on cement, hydraulic, natural or portland, concrete mix 
or concrete mixture, masonry cement, and mortar cement or 
dry-building mortar, Norfolk, Pinners Point, and Portsmouth, 
Va., to Plymouth, N. C., as to which temporary relief was given 
by F. S. O. 13752, as amended, without observing the long-and- 
short-haul part of the fourth section. 


Coal to Georgetown 


Fourth section application No. 18383, coal to Georgetown, 
S. C. By division 2. Authority granted by F. S. O. 14295, on 
conditions, to establish and maintain rates on fine coal, mines 
in Kentucky, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia to George- 
town, S. C., as to which temporary relief was given in F. S. O. 
13994, as amended, without observing the long-and-short-haul 
part of the fourth section. The proposed rates were established 
effective November 5, 1940, and are uniformly 35 cents lower 
than rates on fine coal prior to that date. The relief is based 
on fuel oil competition at Georgetown. 


Storage of Grain in Transit 

No. 28526, Michigan Bean Co. vs. Pere Marquette. By 

division 3. Dismissed. Defendant’s refusal to grant storage 

in transit of grain without charge at Saginaw, Mich., while 

granting that privilege to complainant’s competitors at other 
points, not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial, as alleged. 

Gasoline 

Fourth section application No. 18424, gasoline from Mobile, 

Ala., to points in Mississippi. By division 2. Authority granted 

by F. S. O. 14286, on conditions, to continue and to establish 

and maintain rates on gasoline, kerosene, naphtha, and naphtha 
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distillate, Mobile, Ala., to points in Mississippi, without ob- 
serving the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section. 
Authority to establish temporary rates was given by F. S. O. 
13859. The relief is based on market competition and the 
maintenance of a proper relation between rates from Mobile 
and New Orleans, and the rates authorized became effective 
September 18, 1940. 


Structural Steel 


No. 28554, Kansas City Structural Steel Co. vs. Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe et al. By the Commission. Report by 
Commissioner Johnson. Rates, structural steel, shipped be- 
tween September 16, 1937, and March 9, 1938, Minnequa, Colo., 
fabricated in transit at Kansas City, Kan., and forwarded to 
Brownwood, Tex., unreasonable to the extent they exceeded 
74 cents. Reparation, with interest, awarded. 


Texas Switching Rate 


I. and S. No. 4851, switching fruits at Texas border points. 
By division 3. Proposal of the Texas & New Orleans and 
others to increase to 13 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, result- 
ing in a charge of about $27.50 a car, their switching charges 
on bananas, cocoanuts, and pineapples at Laredo, Brownsville, 
and Eagle Pass, Tex., applicable on traffic originating in Mexico, 
not justified. Suspended schedules ordered canceled on or 
before August 16 and proceeding discontinued. Concurring, 
Commissioner Miller said he was in accord with the conclusion 
that the 13-cent rate had not been justified, and added he 
believed that a switching rate of 9 cents, the approximate 
equivalent of 22.5 per cent of the first class rate for a line 
haul of 5 miles, could be justified. That rate for the proposed 
20,000-pound minimum, he said, would result in a “per-car” 
charge of $18. 

Sheet Iron Roofing, Etc. 


No. 28258, Cincinnati Sheet Metal & Roofing Co. vs. 
Pennsylvania et al. By division 3. Rates charged, sheet iron 
or steel building battens, galvanized sheet iron, sheet iron 
roofing, and certain roofing materials, in mixed carloads, shipned 
during July and August, 1937, Cincinnati, O., to Terrell, Lake 
Dallas, Sherman, and Bonham, Tex., and Berwyn, Pauls Valley, 
and Ponca City, Okla., applicable in some instances and inap- 
plicable in others. The Commission found that shipments to 
Bonham and Ponca City were undercharged $42.91 and $36.53, 
respectively; that the shipments to Terrell, Lake Dallas, and 
Sherman were overcharged $28.45, $16.59, and $25.94, respec- 
tively; that the applicable charges on a shipment to Pauls Val- 
ley were $364.82; and that the applicable rates on building 
battens were not shown to have been unreasonable. Repara- 
tion, with interest awarded. 


_ Export Lumber 


Fourth section application No. 18587, lumber from Cross 
City, Fla., to Port St. Joe, Fla. By division 2. A. C. L. author- 
ized by F. S. O. 14293, on conditions, to establish rate of 12.5 
cents, minimum 60,000 pounds, lumber, native wood, Cross City, 
Fla., to Port St. Joe, Fla., for export, as to which temporary 
relief was given by F. S. O. 13941, without observing the long- 
and-short-haul part of the fourth section. 


Commission Motor Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


MC 10472, Sub. 3, Byers Transportation Co., Inc., Kansas 
City, Mo., common carrier extension—Lake City and Weldon 
Springs. By division 5. Granted as to general commodities, 
with exceptions, between specified points in Mo. 

MC F-1536, Refiners Transport & Terminal Corporation, 
Detroit, Mich., issuance of stock. By division 4. Authority 
granted to issue 50,000 shares of common capital stock having 
par value $10 a share to finance the purchase of new motor 
equipment. 

*MC 873, Sub. 2, Clanton Transportation Co., Inc., Okla- 
homa City, Okla., common carrier extension—Wellington-Ver- 
non. By division 5. Denied. General commodities, between 
Frederick, Okla., and the junction of Oklahoma highway 5 
with U. S. highway 283, via Vernon, Tex.; and between Mollis, 
Okla., and Wellington, Tex. 

*MC 1976, Sub. 2, John Newton, Kearny, N. J., common 
carrier extension—Pennsylvania and other states. By division 


5. Denied. Specified commodities between Newark, N. J., and 
points within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points 
in N. J., N. Y., Pa., Conn., R. I., Mass., N. H., Me., Vt., Md., 
Del., Va., and D. C., on the other. 

*MC 2974, O. I. M. Transit Corporation, Ft. Wayne, Ind., 
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extension—Chicago. By division 5. On reconsideration, find- 
ings in prior report, decided August 5, 1940, affirmed, and 
certificate granted as to general commodities between points in 
Mich. 

*MC 3349, Sub. 1, Anthony J. Parrino, New Orleans, La., 
contract carrier extension—Florida. By division 5. Denied, 
General commodities between New Orleans, La., and points in 
Fla., on and west of U. S. highway 29. 

MC 5938, J. J. & E. D. Welispeak, Springfield, Mass., com- 
mon carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to con- 
tinued operation, petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, 
East Hartford, Glastonbury, and New Haven, Conn., to Spring- 
field, Mass., and all points in Mass., within 20 miles thereof. 

MC 12058, James V. Nicolay, Chicago, III., broker applica- 
tion. By division 5. License granted as to operation at Chicago 
as a broker of transportation of general commodities between 
Chicago and points in Ind., Ill., Mo., O., Ky., and Wis. 

MC 12176, R. G. Davis Sons, Inc., New Haven, Conn., 
broker application. By division 5. License denied. Operation 
as a broker in arranging transportation of general commodities, 
with exceptions, between points in Me., N. H., Vt., Mass., Conn., 
R. L., N. Y., and N. J., found not to be consistent with the public 
interest or the national transportation policy. 

*MC 12193, Robert Shirley Smith, Washington, D. C.,, 
broker application. By division 5. License denied. Persons 
and their baggage between points in D. C., Md., and Va. 

*MC 14388, Edward Malde, San Francisco, Calif., broker 
application. By division 5. License denied. General com- 
modities in interstate or foreign commerce. 

MC 21763, Allied Motor Transportation Co., Inc., New 
York, N. Y., broker application, embracing MC 21762, Same, 
contract carrier application. By division 5. License granted 
in MC 21763 for operation at New York, N. Y., as a broker 
of transportation of chartered parties of passengers and their 
baggage, New York City, points on Long Island, and in New 
Jersey and New York within 30 miles of Columbus Circle, New 
York City, to points in the United States, and return, and per- 
mit denied in MC 21762 to transport passengers and their bag- 
gage in special or charter operations between points in the 
United States on finding the operations not to be that of a 
motor carrier. 

*MC 32632, Sub. 1, Jackson Truck Lines, Inc, Jackson, 
N. C., common carrier extension—Virginia. By division 5. 
Granted as to lumber from points in Halifax and Northampton 
counties, N. C., to Martinsville, Va. 

MC 33566, J. J. Sullivan, The Mover, Inc., Springfield, 
Mass., common carrier application. By division 5. Granted 
as to continued operation, general commodities, with exceptions, 
specified commodities, and household goods, between designated 
points in Mass., Conn., R. I., Md., N. H., N. J., N. Y., Pa., Vt., 
D. C., Me., Mich., and Va 

MC 61463, Western New York Motor Lines, Inc., Batavia, 
N. Y., common carrier application. By division 5. On recon- 
sideration, findings in prior report, 13 M. C. C. 447, amended 
to authorize, in addition to regular route operation, operation as 
a common carrier of passengers and their baggage, in charter 
operations, points in Erie, Genesee, Livingston, and Monroe 
counties, N. Y., other than those located on applicant’s regular 
routes, to New York, N. Y., and Washington, D. C., and return. 


_ *MC 73138, E. Guy Warren, Hayward, Calif., common car- 
rier application. By division 5. Granted as to continued opera- 
tion, general commodities, with exceptions, also lumber and 
products, between points in Calif. 


MC 75219, Donoghue Transportation Co., Inc., Cambridge, 
Mass., common carrier application. By division 5. Granted as 
to continued operation, general commodities, with exceptions, 
between points in Conn., R. I., Mass., N. H., and Me. 


*MC 80504, Shein’s Express, Inc., Trenton, N. J., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to continued 
operation, general commodities, with exceptions, between New 
York, N. Y., and Philadelphia, Pa. 


*MC 83850, Sigurd Johnson, Washington, D. C., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to continued 
ee specified commodities between points in D. C., and 


*MC 88615, Charles C. Spatola, Boston, Mass., contract 
carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to specified 
commodities, Boston, Mass., to points in Conn., and R. I., within 
a radius of 20 miles of Providence, R. I. 

*MC 87453, Sub. 1, S. Enola, Gochenaur, Manheim, Pa. 
contract carrier extension—Lancaster. By division 5. Denied. 
Specified commodities between points in Pa., N. Y., and N. J. 

*MC 89957, Robert H. Smith, Steubenville, O., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Denied. Bulk commodities 
in dump truck equipment between points in W. Va., and O. 

*MC 93114, C. K. Laubach, Phillipsburg, N. J., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Denied. General con- 
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modities between points in Del., Ill, Ind., Ky., Md., Mass., 
Mo., N. J., N. Y., O., Pa., Va., and D. C. 

MC 94550, Danforth Bus Lines, Ltd., Toronto Ont., Can., 
common carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to 
passengers and their baggage, in charter operation in round 
trip tours beginning and ending at Toronto, Ont., Canada, and 
extending to points in N. Y., Pa., O., and Mich., over irregular 
routes, to the extent performed in the U. S. 

*MC 95251, Sub. 1, Michael Lobosco, Paterson, N. J., com- 
mon carrier extension of operations. By division 5. Denied. 
Specified commodities between Clifton and Whippany, N. J., on 
the one hand, and points in Conn., N. J., N. Y., and Pa., within 
150 miles of Paterson, on the other. 

*MC 95700, William Boyd Parker, Vardaman, Miss., com- 
mon carrier application. By division 5. On reconsideration, 
findings in prior report of January 6, 1941, modified, and au- 
thority granted as to general commodities, with exceptions, 
Memphis, Tenn., to points in Calhoun county, Miss., within 15 
miles of Vardaman, including Vardaman, and live stock and 
agricultural commodities in the reverse direction. 

MC F-1465, Arthur A. McCue, St. Paul, Minn., purchase, 
Northern Freight Lines, Inc. By division 4. Authorizes pur- 
chase by the former, dba Minnesota-Wisconsin Truck Line and 
McCue Transfer Co., of operating rights and property of the 
latter, of St. Paul, and Paul L. Mitchell, dba Mitchell Hauling 
Service, of Hutchinson, Minn. 

MC F-1123, H. Frasher, Fresno, Calif., purchase, Ellis 
Rugg, and Frasher Truck Co., purchase, H. Frasher. By di- 
vision 4. Authorizes purchase by Frasher Truck Co., of San 
Jose, Calif., of operating rights and property purchased by H. 
Frasher, dba Frasher Truck Line, from Ellis Rugg, of Garber- 
ville, Calif., dba Redwood Motor Freight, and certain additional 
physical property of H. Frasher. 

MC F-1337, Midwest Motor Express, Inc., Bismarck, N. D., 
purchase, W. J. Vander Vorst. By division 4. Authorizes pur- 
chase by the former of operating rights and certain property of 
the latter, of Strasburg, N. D., dba Van’s Truck Line. 

MC F-1467, C. E. Fannin, Ashland, Ky., purchase, Em- 
ployes’ Bus Co., Inc. By division 4. Authorizes purchase by 
the former, dba Blue Ribbon Lines, of operating rights and 
property of the latter, of Ironton, O. 

MC F-1032, Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc,, Indianapolis, Ind., 
merger, Kentucky Midland Truck Lines, Inc. By division 4. 
Authorizes merger of certain operating rights and property of 
the latter, of Frankfort, Ky., into the former, subject to con- 
ditions, one of which is that concurrently with exercise of the 
merger authority Kentucky shall cease all operations in inter- 
state or foreign commerce and that its corporate existence be 
terminated. 

*MC 84404, Sub. 3, P. A. Kelly, Jr., and B. D. Kelly, Sum- 
ter, S. C., common carrier extension of operations—general 
commodities. By division 5. Denied. General commodities, 
with exceptions, Sumter and points within 75 miles thereof, to 
points in Del., Md., N. J., N. Y., N. C., Pa., Va., and D. C., and 
from points in those states to points in N. C., and S. C. 

MC F-1210, Arno and Roland Heldt, Freer, Tex., purchase, 
Eugene West. By division 4. Dismisses application of the 
former, dba Heldt Brothers, for authority to purchase the 
operating rights of the latter, of Hebbronville, Tex., on finding 
that the proposed transaction was not within the scope of sec- 
tion 5(2) (a) of the interstate commerce act. The Commission 
said the vendor had not, for some time, held himself out to 
the general public to engage in transportation and added that 
possession of operating authority alone was not sufficient to 
constitute a person a motor carrier within the meaning of sec- 
tion 5. Commissioner Porter dissented. 

*MC 19687, Sub. 1, Eugene Moore, Chicago, III., contract 
carrier extension. By division 5. Denied. Specified commodi- 
ties between Chicago and New York, N. Y., and from Eliza- 
beth, N. J., to Chicago. 

MC 31601, Steely Trucking Co., Cleveland, O., common 
carrier application, embracing Sub. 1, Same, extension of opera- 
Uons. By division 5. Denied. General commodities between 
points in Ohio, Pennsylvania and West Virginia. 


*MC 35903, James A. Meader and Jack Weber, Dubuque, 
la, common carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to 
continued operation, specified commodities between specified 
points in Ill, Ia., and Minn. The proceeding has been re- 
opened for further hearing, at a time and place hereafter to 
be fixed, in respect of operations between Des Moines, Ia., on 
the one hand, and Davenport, Ia., and points in Ill. within 15 
miles thereof, on the other. : 

_ “MC 48508, Sub. 1, Jackson Trucking Co., Inc., Indianap- 
olis, Ind., contract carrier extension—Michigan. By division 5. 
Granted as to specified commodities between points in Ind., 
Mich., and O. 

MC 72998, Longshore Transfer Co., Inc., Yonkers, N. Y., 
Contract carrier application. By division 5. On finding opera- 
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tions to be those of a common carrier, certificate granted as to 
continued operation, specified commodities, Hastings-on-Hud- 
son, N. Y., to New York, N. Y., points in Conn., and points in 
N. Y., and N. J., and return of empty reels for wire and cable. 

*MC 74647, Sub. 3, Pasco Salvino, Seattle, Wash., contract 
carrier extension—Hood River-Athena. By division 5. Granted 
as to fiberboard boxes, paperboard boxes, strawboard boxes, 
and pulpboard boxes, knocked-down, and dividers therefor, 
Seattle, Wash., to Hood River and Athena, Ore., and damaged 
and rejected shipments of the same commodities, on return. 

*MC 84600, Stark Trucking, Inc., Canton, O., contract car- 
rier application. By division 5. Granted as to continued opera- 
tion by Joseph A. Block, of Canton, successor in interest to 
applicant, brick and clay products, Canton and points within 
40 miles thereof to points in Pa., W. Va., and N. Y. 

*MC 88039, Sub. 2, Vulcan Lines, Inc., Tarrant City, Ala., 
contract carrier extension—iron and steel articles. By division 
5. Denied. Specified commodities between points in Ala., Miss., 
La., Fla., Ga., N. C., S. C., Va., Tenn. and Tex. Commissioner 
Lee dissented. 

MC 89427, D. W. Parker and K. N. Abbott, Salt Lake City, 
Utah, contract carrier application. By division 5. On finding 
operation to be that of a common carrier, certificate granted 
as to general commodities, with exceptions, in the performance 
of transfer, pick-up and delivery service at Salt Lake City and 
between Salt Lake City, on the one hand, and points within 15 
miles of Salt Lake City, on the other. 

*MC 90055, Mary Ellen Anderson, Clinton, la., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to specified com- 
modities between points in Ia., Ill., and Ind. 

*MC 90151, Ulysses G. Bartram, Berwick, Kan., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to specified 
commodities between Berwick, Kan., and points within 15 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and Omaha, Neb., and Kansas 
City and St. Joseph, Mo., on the other. 

*MC 94091, D. S. Crane, Terra Alta, W. Va., contract car- 
rier application. By division 5. Denied. Specified commodities 
between points in Md., Pa., and W. Va. 

MC 101268, B. J. Shetler, Evansville, Ind., contract carrier 
application. By division 5. Granted as to various commodities, 
Evansville to points in Ill. and Ky., and damaged or rejected 
shipments on return, for a certain class of shipper. Applicant 
holds a certificate to transport household goods also Indiana 
state authority. The Commission authorized dual operations. 
Commissioner Patterson dissented. 


*MC 101953, Sub. 1, Zeno Lindsey, Florence, Ala., contract 
carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to phosphate 
slag, Tennessee Valley Authority plants near Sheffield, Ala., 
to points in Wayne county, Tenn., over irregular routes, with 
no transportation for compensation in the reverse direction. 

*MC 10124, Sub. No. 2, John W. Law, Rocky Ford, Colo., 
common carrier exension—Colorado-Oklahoma. By division 
5. Granted as to specified commodities between points in 
Kan., Okla., and Colo..: 


MC 12077, Bekins Van & Storage, Inc., Santa Barbara, 
Calif., broker application, embracing MC 12081, Same, broker 
application. By division 5. License granted as to operation, 
in MC 12077, at Santa Barbara as a broker of transportation 
of household goods and theatrical and motion picture equip- 
ment between Santa Barbara and points within 75 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and points in specified states, on 
the other, and, in MC 12081, at Los Angeles, San Francisco, 
Oakland, Fresno, Sacramento, Berkeley, San Diego, Long 
Beach, Glendale, Pasadena, Santa Monica, and Beverly Hills, 
Calif., as a broker of transportation of household goods, and 
theatrical and motion picture equipment between points in 
the United States. 


MC 36833, American Transfer & Storage Co., Dallas, Tex., 
common carrier application. By division 5. Dismissed on find- 
ing applicant’s operations not to be subject to part II of the 
interstate commerce act. Applicant sought a certificate to op- 
erate as a common carrier of household goods, office and store 
equipment, between points in Tex., on the one hand, and 
points in La., Miss., Ala., Ga., Ark., Mo., Ill., Ind., Tenn., — 
Okla., Kan., Ia., Neb., Minn., Colo., N. M., Ariz., Fla., O., 
Mich., and Utah, on the other. Applicant acts as an agent 
under agreement with the Aero Mayflower Transit Co., Inc., 
which holds a certificate in MC 2934, among other things, 
selling the service of the latter, according to the report. 

MC 55427, Film Pickup Service, Minneapolis, Minn., con- 
tract carrier application. By division 5. On finding applicants’ 
operation to be that of a common carrier, certificate granted 
Jack Bradley, as successor in interest to applicants, to con- 
tinue operations, specified commodities between points in 
Minn., and Wis. 

*MC 58972, Sub. No. 2, Arthur Jones, Jr., Elizabeth, N. J., 
contract carrier extension—East Lansdowne, Pa. By division 
5. Granted as to such merchandise as is dealt in by chain retail 
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grocery and food business houses between East Lansdowne, 
Pa., on the one hand, and Wilmington, Del., Vineland, Cam- 
ow Newark, and Trenton, N. J., and Philadelphia, on the 
other. 

*MC 66900, Edna J. Beaver, Staunton, Va., common Car- 
rier application. By division 5. Granted as to continued opera- 
tion, specified commodities from or to points in Va., W. Va., 
Md., Pa., N. Y., and D. C., over irregular routes, passing 
through Del., and N. J., when necessary. 

*MC 80271, Sub. 1, Howard C. Seibert, Altoona, Pa., com- 
mon carrier extension—Maryland and other states. By division 
5. Denied. General commodities between points in Pa., 
N. Y., N. J., Md., and D. C. 

*MC 80378, Sub. 1, August Burgess, Boston, Mass., com- 
mon carrier application. By division 5. Denied. Household 
goods between points in New England states, N. Y., N. J., and 
P 


MC 80510, Security Storage Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. By division 5. On reconsideration, authority granted to 
continue operation as a common carrier of household goods 
between all points in Conn., Del., Ill., Ind., Ia., Ky., Md., 
Mass., Mo., Mich., N. H., N. J., N. Y., N. C., O., Pa, R. L, 
Tenn., Va., W. Va., Wis., and D. C., over irregular routes 
and in non-radial service. Dissenting in part, Commissioner 
Patterson said he did not concur in the grant of non-radial 
authority. 

*MC 89647, Frederic Farmers Cooperative Exchange, 
Frederic, Wis., common carrier application. By division 5. 
Denied. General and specified commodities between points 
in Wis., and Minn. 

*MC 89856, Sub. 1, Peter D’Amelio, Paterson, N. J., 
contract carrier application. By division 5. Denial. Specified 
commodities between points in N. J., N. Y., and Conn. 

*MC 94430, Alvin Weiss, Mongo, Ind., common carrier 
application. By division 5. On reconsideration, findings in 
prior report, 13 M. C. C. 820, modified, and authority granted 
as to specified commodities between points in Ind., O., Ill., and 


*MC 101428, Lee Speirs, Las Vegas, Nev., common carrier 
application—property. By division 5. Denied. General com- 
modities between Las Vegas, Nev., and Phoenix, Ariz. 

*MC 605, Leo M. Slade, El Dorado, Ark., common carrier 
application. By division 5. Certificate or permit denied under 
the grandfather clauses. Machinery, materials, supplies and 
equipment incidental to, or used in, the construction, develop- 
ment, operation, and maintenance of facilities for the discov- 
ery, development, production, processing, and distribution of 
natural gas, gasoline and petroleum and its products, between 
oil fields in Ark., La., Tex., Miss., and Okla. Likewise, the 
Commission has denied applicant’s request for further hearing. 

MC F-1413, Wilson Storage & Transfer Co., Sioux Falls, 
S. D., purchase, Zee Line Motor Freight, Inc. (P. A. Lucey, 
receiver). By division 4. Authorizes purchase by the former 
of operating rights of the latter, of Sioux City, Ia. 

MC F-1443, Phoenix Blue Diamond Express of California, 
San Francisco, Calif., purchase, Phoenix Blue Diamond Ex- 
press. By division 4. Authorizes purchase by the former of 
operating rights and property of the latter, of Los Angeles, 
Calif., and concurrent acquisition of control of the former 
by Pacific Intermountain Express Co., through ownership of 
capital stock, subject to conditions. 


MC F-1477, New Mexico Transportation Co., Inc., Roswell, 
N. M., purchase, Page-Way Stage Lines, Inc., Fort Worth, Tex. 
By division 4. Authorizes purchase by the former of certain 
operating rights of the latter. 


MC 34383, Sub. No. 1, Pete Lubetich, Seattle, Wash., 
common carrier extension. By division 5. Granted, as to (1) 
commodities requiring refrigeration between Seattle and Los 
Angeles, Calif., over a specified route, including service at 
certain intermediate points, and (2) specified commodities 
from Westport and Ilwaco, Wash., and specified counties in 
Washington and Oregon to a defined area in California, and 
from specified points and a defined area in California to a 
described area in Washington and Oregon, over irregular 
routes. 

*MC 2420, J. W. Turnmire, Lenoir, N. C., common carrier 
application. By division 5. Granted as to continued operation, 
specified commodities, from and to points in N. C., Va., Md., Pa., 
N. J., N. Y., and D. C. 

MC 2473, Billings Transfer Corp., Inc., Lexington, N. C., 
common carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to con- 
tinued operation, specified commodities, between specified points 
or within specified territory in N. C., S. C., Va., Md., Del., Pa., 
N. J., N. Y., and D. C. Commissioner Lee dissented in part. 

MC 34180, Sub. No. 1, J. L. Naylor, El Paso, Tex., common 
carrier extension—Carlsbad-Dallas. By division 5. Denied. 
General commodities, with exceptions, between Carlsbad, N. M., 
and Dallas, Tex., over a specified route. The Commission said 
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the economic success of the proposed operation depended on 
the interchange or bridge traffic which applicant would be en- 
titled to transport between El] Paso and Dallas, the latter being 
a concomitant right if it should grant the authority sought, 
There was no showing that applicant’s service between the 
latter two points was needed, it said, adding that “on the con- 
trary, this being existing traffic, it is clear that any such traffic 
handled by applicant would be diverted from existing lines 
whose service has not been shown to be unsatisfactory.” 

*MC 100996, Ernest Byron Sprankle, Sarasota, Fla., com. 
mon carrier application. By division 5. Denied. Passengers 
and their baggage over irregular routes, in circle tours be. 
tween Sarasota, Fla., and points in U. S. 

MC 63562, Sub. 2, Northern Pacific Transport Co., Seattle, 
Wash., Yakima-Prosser extension. By division 5. Certificate 
granted, subject to conditions, general commodities, over speci- 
fied routes, between Yakima and Prosser, Wash., serving cer- 
tain intermediate and off-route points which are stations on 
the rail lines of the Northern Pacific Railway Co. Applicant 
is a wholly-owned subsidiary of the railway, and one of the 
conditions is that the service be limited to that which is 
auxiliary or supplemental to rail service of the railway. 

MC F-1160, Rose A. and Walter J. Johnson, Richmond, 
Calif., purchase, Josephine Bell and Charles M. Griffin. By divi- 
sion 4. Denies application of the former, dba Johnson Truck 
Lines, for authority to purchase operating rights and property 
of the latter, dba Bell & Griffin, of Gilroy, Calif. Considering 
applicants’ financial position and the earning records of both 
carriers, the Commission said it was of the opinion that 
assumption by applicants of the obligations under the instant 
transaction, involving as it does payments of $750 a month, 
would be contrary to the public interest, would be likely to 
impair their ability to perform adequately their duties as a 
common carrier, and would not foster sound economic condi- 
tions in motor carrier transportation. 

MC F-1240, Owen Hartness, Pawhuska, Okla., purchase, 
W. F. Dillon. By division 4. Dismisses, for lack of jurisdic- 
tion, application of the former, dba Pawhuska Transfer & 
Storage Co., for authority to purchase the operating rights 
of W. F. Dillon, of Houston, Tex. The Commission said that 
for sometime vendor had not held himself out to engage in 
transportation, and added that possession of operating author- 
ity alone was not sufficient to constitute a person a motor 
carrier within the meaning of section 5 of the interstate com- 
merce act. Commissioner Porter dissented. 

MC F-1435, Yellow Cab Transit Co., Oklahoma City, Okla. 
purchase, Ernest E. Ethington. By division 4. Authorizes, sub- 
ject to conditions, purchase by the former of certain operating 
tr of the latter, dba Ethington Freight Lines, of Mattoon, 


*MC 79982, Oliver George Schaefer, Rochester, Minn., com- 
mon carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to continued 
operation, specified commodities, from and between points in 
Minn., N. D., Wis., Ia., Ill., and Ind. 


*MC 77391, Sadie Hill and William Hill, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
contract carrier application. By division 5. Certificate or per- 
mit denied under the grandfather clauses. Specified commodi- 
ties between Brooklyn and points in Conn., N. J., and N. Y. 

*MC 70403, Sub. 1, O. H. Spradlin, Perry, Okla., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Denied. Specified commodi- 
a between points in Okla., Kan., Ark., Mo., N. M., Tex., and 
Colo. 


*MC 100403, B. E. Singleton, Washington, D. C., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Granted as to household 
goods between points in Beaufort county, N. C., on the one 
hand, and points in Va., on the other. 


*MC 89295, G. R. Stoakes, Hardwick, Minn., common cal- 
rier application. By division 5. Granted as to live stock, be- 
tween Hardwick and points in Minn., within 15 miles thereof, 
except incorporated municipalities, on the one hand, and Sioux 
City, Ia., and Sioux Falls, S. D., on the other. 

*MC 88310, Gerald Gill, Los Angeles, Calif., common cal- 
rier application. By division 5. Granted. Beans, San Fer- 
nando and Los Angeles, Calif., to points in the Los Angeles 
Harbor commercial zone, and animal and poultry feed and 
ingredients therefor, and seed, grain, peat moss, bale ties, 
empty bags, boxes, cartons, and fertilizer in the reverse direc- 
tion. 

MC F-1557, Pacific Freight Lines, Los Angeles, Calif, 
issuance of notes. Authorizes issuance of $100,000 of short 
term promissory notes to finance the purchase of motor vehicles, 
subject to conditions. 

MC 6554, Sub. No. 2, Dixie Freight Lines, Inc., Atlanta, Ga. 
Columbus extension. By division 5. Certificate denied. Ge- 
eral commodities between Columbus, Ga., and Birmingham, 
Ala., and between Sylacauga and Anniston, Ala. 

MC 10433, North River Transportation Co., Inc., Yonkers 
N. Y., common carrier application. By division 5. Granted 
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as to continued operation, general commodities, with excep- 
tions, between points in N. Y., N. J., and Conn. 

*MC 18633, Sub. 1, Clara F. Boles, Ventura, Calif., exten- 
sion—lumber. By division 5. Certificate granted as to lum- 
per, Port Hueneme, Calif., to Ventura, Calif. 

MC 24436, Los Angeles Warehouse Co., Los Angeles, Calif., 
proker application. By division 5. License granted. Opera- 
tion at Los Angeles as a broker of transportation of household 
goods in interstate or foreign commerce. ; 

MC 28146, Elrick Apperley, Chicago, III., common carrier 
application. By division 5. Granted as to continued operation, 
general commodities, with exceptions, between Chicago, IIl., 
and Milwaukee, Wis. 

MC 31285, Tower Trucking Co., Inc., Wheeling, W. Va., 
contract carrier application. By division 5. Denied. Applicant 
sought a certificate or permit to continue operation of general 
commodities between points in W. Va., Pa., O., Va. N. C., 
Ss. C., Ga., and Ala. The Commission found that applicant 
had failed to establish that it was in bona fide operation as a 
common carrier on June 1, 1935, after determining that its 
operation was that of a common carrier. 

*MC 45570, Sub. 1, George W. Schuster, Hammond, Ind., 
extension of operations. By division 5. Certificate granted as 
to household goods between points in IIll., and Ind., on the one 
hand, and points in Ala., Fla., [ll., Ind., Ky., Md., Mich., Mo., 
N. J.. N. Y., O., Pa., Tenn., W. Va., and D. C., on the other, 
over irregular routes, through Ga. when necessary. 

*MC 47038, Sub. No. 3, Ship-By-Truck Co., Kansas City, 
Mo., extension—Lake City. By division 5. Certificate granted 
as to general commodities, with exceptions, between Kansas 
City, Mo., and Lake City, Mo., and points within 2 miles 
thereof. 

MC 56541, New England Transportation Co., Boston, Mass., 
common carrier application, embracing MC 56542, Same, con- 
tract carrier application, and MC 56541, Sub. 1, Same, exten- 
sion. By division 5. Certificate granted applicant and Harry 
Ablahadian, Johnson Bus Lines, Inc., and New England Grey- 
hound Lines, Inc., successors in interest to part of applicant’s 
operations, as to continued operations, passengers and their 
baggage and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers between points in Mass., Conn., R. IL, and 
N. Y. Certificate also granted applicant as to passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with passengers, and baggage 
of passengers in a separate vehicle, between points in Mass., 
Conn., and R. I., and express, mail and newspapers, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between Hartford and Water- 
bury, Conn. The Commission denied applicant, which is a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of the New Haven railroad, authority 
under the grandfather clause to operate as a contract carrier 
of passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and news- 
papers in the same vehicle with passengers, or of baggage of 
passengers in a separate vehicle, between certain points. 

*MC 889, Sub. 3, Southeast Arkansas Freight Line, Inc., 
Pine Bluff, Ark., extension, Greenville, Miss., embracing MC 
101156, Far-Go Truck Lines, common carrier application, and 
MC 101379, Will Parker, common carrier application. By divi- 
sion 5. Certificates granted as to general and specified com- 
modities between specified points in Ark., Miss., and La. 


T. & P. Operation Labor Conditions 


Subject to conditions for the protection of adversely af- 
fected labor, the Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 
12843, Texas & Pacific et al., operation, etc., has authorized 
the Texas & Pacific and the Texas Pacific-Missouri Pacific 
Terminal Railroad of New Orleans to construct new tracks, 
abandon the use of tracks and do other things under which 
the applicants and the Missouri Pacific will use the so-called 
Huey Long railroad bridge in crossing the Mississippi River 
at New Orleans, and abandon the use of the ferries they have 
been using, including tracks and trackage arrangements. 

The conditions are in consonance with the so-called Har- 
rington amendment under which a dismissed or displaced em- 
ploye, for a period of four years, shall be no worse off than 
he was, in a financial sense, in the twelve months preceding 
his dismissal or displacement to a job paying less than he 
teceived in the twelve-month period preceding his dismissal 
or displacement to a less remunerative job. 

In calculating the amount to be paid by the carriers to 
the adversely affected employe to make his pay as high, as it 
was in his previously held job, all compensation he may receive 
i any job is to be taken into consideration. The labor unions 
asked that the compensation he received in a railroad job, 
only, was to be considered in making the calculation. The money 
to be paid by the carriers to make the employe “whole” not- 
withstanding his displacement, is the difference between what 
the displaced employe earns in any sort of job, railroad or 
otherwise, and his old job. In the event an employe elects 
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not to exercise seniority rights, he is not to receive an allow- 
ance. The protective period, however, is not to continue for 
a longer period following the date of the Commission’s order 
herein than the period in which he was in the employ of the 
carriers prior to the date he was displaced. The conditions, 
by some of those interested, are referred to as the Washington 
agreement, modified in compliance with the Harrington amend- 
ment carried in the transportation act under which the em- 
ploye is protected to 100 per cent of his pay at the time of 
his displacement for a period of four years while under the 
Washington agreement the protection would have been 60 
per cent for five years. 

The Commission said that inasmuch as the proposed plan 
for crossing the river by bridge instead of by ferry, so far as 
the adversely affected employes were concerned, involved dis- 
missals, and as some of them no doubt would exercise their 
seniority rights, thereby displacing other employes, the essen- 
tial arrangement might be limited to dismissed and displaced 
employes. The transfer of employes, it said, was not con- 
templated. 

According to the Commission’s report the evidence showed 
clearly that the proposed new operating arrangement would 
enable the applicants to render more efficient, expeditious and 
economical rail transportation service; that the present method 
of handling trains across the river by means of ferry facilities 
was obsolete; and that continued maintenance and operation 
of such facilities would impose an undue burden on the ap- 
plicants and on interstate commerce, the last observation being 
by a of answer to the idea that the facilities should be 
retained. 


Cotton Belt Reorganization 


A plan of reorganization of the Cotton Belt, effective 
January 1, 1942, under which the capitalization, including 
loans and bills payable, would be reduced from $105,946,995 
to $75,000,375, and fixed interest charges from $3,159,045 to 
$1,513,731, has been approved by the Commission, division 4, 
in Finance No. 11040, St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co. 
reorganization. 

The equities of the holders of both common and preferred 
stock of the debtor were found to have no value, and no pro- 
vision was made in the plan for the stockholders. 

The report embraces proceedings for reorganization of 
the St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co., the St. Louis South- 
western Railway Co. of Texas, the Central Arkansas & East- 
ern Railroad Co., and the Stephenville North & South Texas 
Railway Co. 

New capitalization and charges were approved as follows: 


Principal Annual 
Issue amount requirement 
Undisturbed issues 
Equipment obligations ................eeee0. $ 216,000 $ 9,720 
First mortgage certificates ...............06. 20,000,000 800,000 
Gray’s Point Terminal bonds................ 500,000 25,000 
Shreveport Bridge & Terminal bonds........ 450,000 22,500 
Texarkana Union Station certificates......... 315,000 15,750 
New Issues 

Railroad Credit Corporation notes........... 1,331,300 53,252 
PATNI asian cab aise baeais as Mange on 133,130 
Consolidated mortgage 4 per cent bonds, due 

ET Bh RUIN Gina co son kane eueedeswadanse 14,687,714 587,509 
Sinking fund contingent, $179,164 less serial 

PN III FS a oo cawneeewegé Vow Renecate 

PU UIRNIN OMI gig wh cles ahdui Gia asd clr ahd Go alee a Wards $37,500,014 $1,693,495 
Preferred stock 5 per cent... .....cccsccseces 18,750,022 937,501 
Total debt and preferred stock ............. 56,250,036 2,630,996 
I INN heal asd-t 5 catwraier& dal ighe wees Reta 18,750,339 
En NNO Soo oso 8s hfe one weuwcas wees $75,000,375 


The plan sets forth the bases on which the new securities 
are to be issued to the parties which are to receive them. 

The allegations of Walter E. Meyer, a stockholder and 
director, that the finances, earnings and assets of the Cotton 
Belt had been impaired through mismanagement of the prop- 
erty, the Commission said, had not been sustained. 

The Commission said that one of Meyer’s points was an 
assertion that the hearings held in this proceeding did not 
constitute such an investigation on the Commission’s part as 
he had requested. 

Chairman Eastman dissented and Commissioner Miller dis- 
sented in part. The chairman dissented in large measure to the 
treatment accorded the stockholding interests, giving attention 
principally to Meyer whose holdings represented, as he said, an 
investment of nearly “a million of dollars.” 

With the earnings as they were and with what appeared to 
be the certain prospect of further large and permanent increases 
in earnings if a lease or a consolidation could be consummated, 
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the chairman said he was not at all content that a reorganization 
plan should now be approved which would have the results for 
security holders that the plan which the majority approved 
would have. 

“This is the best possible time for unification of railroad 
properties, for with the demand for railroad labor and all labor 
which now exists, such unifications can be accomplished without 
the distress to employes which was so disheartening an accom- 
paniment of consolidation and coordination plans during the 
period of the depression,” said he. “I realize that the Southern 
Pacific cannot be forced to agree to a unification with debtor in 
the form of a lease or a consolidation, but at least it can be given 
the opportunity to consider a plan of reorganization which will 
be linked with such a unification, and in my judgment we have 
ample authority under section 77 of the bankruptcy act to see 
to it that such a plan is considered and, if the record so made 
warrants, finally to approve it. I would for that purpose reopen 
the proceeding for further hearing.” 

The chairman favored unification of the properties of the 
debtor and the Southern Pacific, saying that in view of a large 
increase in earnings in which a lease or consolidation would re- 
sult, a reorganization plan in conjunction with such a unification 
could be devised which would be more favorable to the security 
holders, including the minority stockholders, than that approved. 

Commissioner Miller said it was apparent to him that the 
total capitalization authorized was at least $10,000,000 too high 
when subjected to any of the usual tests, particularly to that of 
the original cost of the property less depreciation. 


M. C. SECURITIES 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 12735, 
Mississippi Central securities, has dismissed, at that road’s re- 
quest, its application for authority to issue (1) an instrument 
canceling and annulling an act of acceleration, (2) a supple- 
mental indenture modifying the terms of not exceeding $1,437,- 
100 of outstanding first mortgage 5 per cent gold bonds by ex- 
tending to July 1, 1949, the maturity of the unpaid interest 
coupons attached thereto and by changing the sinking-fund 
provisions applicable thereto, and (3) a secured non-negotiable 
promissory note of $1,157,596.67. 


M. & B. R. REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 10020, Meri- 
dian & Bigbee River Railway Co. reorganization, has ratified 
the appointment of J. C. Floyd, of Meridian, Miss., as successor 
trustee of the debtor’s property, and approved compensation 
at the rate of $175 a month to be paid him while serving in 
that capacity, effective May 26, 1941. On that date the court 
appointed Floyd and D. M. Graham, Sr., of Gulfport, Miss., as 
successor trustees. The Commission refused to ratify the ap- 
pointment of Graham as co-trustee, saying there was no justi- 
fication for the services of two trustees, and that through his 
previous connection with the proceedings, Floyd appeared to 
be the logical choice for the trusteeship. 


M. P. PROTECTIVE COMMITTEE 


The Commission, by division 4, in a supplemental report 
in Finance No. 9918, Missouri Pacific reorganization, has modi- 
fied its prior report and order, 221 I. C. C. 282, conditionally 
authorizing Roland C. Behrens, Oliver M. Clifford, and A. F. 
Greer to serve as a protective committee for holders of first 
mortgage 4 per cent gold bonds, matured July 1, 1939, of the 
Little Rock & Hot Springs Western and to solicit the deposit 
of such bonds in accordance with the terms of a suitable de- 
posit agreement, so as to approve the extension of the expira- 
ag oy of the deposit agreement from July 15, 1941, to July 
15, 1946. 


NEW HAVEN REORGANIZATION 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 10992, New 
York, New Haven & Hartford reorganization, has authorized, 
subject to conditions, Arthur S. Dewing, of Boston, Mass., 
Robert F. Nutting, of Cambridge, Mass., Hermon Holt, Jr., 
of Boston, Mass., Arthur W. Newell, of Providence, R. L., 
William D. Elwell, also of Boston, and Paul W. Bittinger, of 
Plymouth, Mass., to serve as a protective committee for hold- 
ers of Old Colony 4 per cent bonds and first mortgage gold 
bonds, series A, B and C, pursuant to section 77 (p) of the 
bankruptcy act, as amended, and to solicit authorizations to 
represent the holders of such bonds, without the deposit 
thereof, in accordance with the provisions of an agreement 
and such authorizations. 


B. & O. EQUIPMENT SUBSTITUTION 


To permit the substitution of 274 seventy-ton 53-foot 1%- 
inch all-steel gondola cars estimated to cost $3,146 each, a total 
of $862,004, in lieu of 250 seventy-ton 66-foot 14-inch all-steel 
gondola cars estimated to cost $3,439 each, a total of $859,750, 
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included among equipment proposed to be acquired by the 
Baltimore & Ohio under an equipment trust, the Commission 
by division 4, in a supplemental report in Finance No. 13079 
Baltimore & Ohio equipment trust certificates, has modified its 
prior report in 242 I. C. C. 577. In the prior report the road 
was authorized to assume obligation and liability, as guarantor, 
in respect of $4,750,000 of series K equipment trust certificates, 
to be issued by the City Bank Farmers Trust Co., as trustee. 
and sold at 100.155 and accrued dividends in connection with 
the procurement of certain equipment. To make more efficient 
use of car capacity under present conditions, the report said, 
applicant deemed it advisable to make the substitution, which 
has been consented to by the parties in interest. 


G. T. W. EQUIPMENT FINANCING 


_In a report in Finance No. 13347, Grand Trunk Western 
Railroad Co. reconstruction financing, the Commission, by di- 
vision 4, has approved purchase by the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, for itself, of not over $5,692,000 of 2% per cent 
certificates under the Grand Trunk Western equipment trust of 
1941, when issued as proposed, at a price not exceeding the 
principal amount and accrued interest of such certificates. 

The Commission also has authorized the Grand Trunk 
Western, in Finance No. 13346, to assume obligation and liabil- 
ity in respect of not over $5,692,000 of its 1941 equipment trust 
certificates, to be issued by the National Bank of Detroit, as 
trustee, and sold at par and accrued dividends to the R. F. C. 
in connection with the procurement by the railroad of the 
following equipment: 

Twenty-five 4-8-4 Northern type freight locomotives; 20 
1,000-h. p. Diesel-electric switching locomotives; “_ 
52-foot _all-steel automobile cars; 200 70-ton, 52-foot all-stee 

ndola ca -ton, 0o-10ot all-steel flat cars; total 


, 


an 
cost estimated at $7,116,150; advance rental of $1,424,150 to | 


be paid to the trustee. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 

Action by Division 4 in finance case, No. MC F-1581, Charles Addi- 
son Kuhns—purchase—Edna Q. Briody: 

Petition for authority uncer section 210a(b) of Charles Addison 
Kuhns, of Niagara Falls, N. Y., for temporary operation of motor 
carrier properties of Edna Q. Briody, doing business as Buffalo & 
Lockport Transportation Company, of Lockport, N. Y., granted July 17, 
1941, provided, within 15 days from July 17, 1941, Charles Addison 
Kuhns shall have (1) filed with the Commission three conformed 
copies of a lease agreement embracing the terms of the lease author- 
ized under section 210a(b), (2) complied with sections 215 and 217 of 
the act and rules and regulations prescribed thereunder, (3) instituted 
operations pursuant to the authority granted, and (4) confirmed, in 
writing, to the Commission, immediately upon commencement of opera- 
tions, the date operations were commenced. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

MC F-1606. Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, Mich., 
asks authority to purchase operating rights of John J. Lapp, dba 
Medina Express, Medina, N. Y., as a common carrier of general com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Buffalo, N. Y., and Syracuse, N. Y.. 
over a specified route, for $3,750. 

MC F-1607. Mohawk Lines, Inc., Cresskill, N. J., asks authority 
to acquire control of Crescent Express Lines, New York, N. Y., 
through ownership of capital stock. 

MC F-1608. Massachusetts Northeastern Transportation Co., Merti- 
mac, Mass., asks authority to purchase the transportation business and 
assets of E. Belle Boyd and Samuel F. Boyd, Jr., dba Granite State 
Lines, Newton, N. H. 

Finance No. 13377. Guy A. Thompson, trustee of the Missouri 
Pacific, asks authority to purchase the Collins-Chester branch of the 
Missouri-Iilinois, extending approximately 10.7 miles from Collins to 
Chester, Ill., and thereafter to abandon the northerly two miles. The 
purchase price is $35,300, in cash. The purpose of the acquisition is 
to provide a double track between Flinton and Chester, IIl. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F. D. No. 13360, Western Maryland Railway 
Co. equipment trust certificates, granting authority to assume obligé 
tion and liability in respect of not exceeding $1,900,000 of Western 
Maryland Railway 2% per cent equipment-trust certificates, series ! 
to be issued by the Union Trust Co. of Maryland, as trustee, and 
sold at 100.38 and accrued dividends in connection with the procure 
ment of certain equipment. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13250, Duluth & Northeastern 
Railroad Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Duluth & 
Northeastern Railroad Co. of a line of railroad in St. Louis County, 
Minn. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13357, Western Pacific Railroad Co. 
trustees’ equipment trust certificates, granting authority to assume 
obligation and liability in respect of not exceeding $2,650,000 of Western 
Pacific equipment-trust certificates, series of 1941, to be issued by the 
Central Hanover Bank & Trust Company, as trustee, and sold at 98,839 
per cent of par and accrued dividends in connection with the procure 
ment of certain equipment. Approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 13246, Pacific Coast Railway © 
abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Pacific Coast Railway 
Co. of a portion of its line of railroad in San Luis Obispo and Santé 
Barbara counties, Calif. Approved. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 


Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Iron and Steel Rate Parity 


Without prejudice to the filing of applications conforming 
to conclusions reached in the report, Examiner William B. Wil- 
bur in a proposed report in fourth section application No. 18431, 
iron and steel articles from Newport, Ky., to Memphis, Tenn., 
embracing fourth section applications Nos. 18432, 18619, and 
18620, has recommended denial of authority to establish and 
maintain a rate of 18 cents on iron and steel articles, in straight 
or mixed carloads, minimum 70,000 pounds, from Newport, Ky., 
to Memphis, Tenn., without observing the long-and-short-haul 
and aggregate-of-intermediates provisions of the fourth section. 

Relief was sought by the L. & N. and its connections in 
Nos. 18431 and 18432, and by the Southern and its connections 
in Nos. 18619 and 18620, the purpose of which was to enable 
applicants to compete for that iron and steel traffic all of which 
was adapted to transportation by barge and now moved ex- 
clusively that way from Newport to Memphis. Temporary re- 
lief was given by fourth section orders 13917 and 13917, as 
corrected. 

‘the report observed that establishment of the 18-cent rate 
to Newport would leave a present rate of 47 cents in effect 
from Cincinnati to Memphis, pointing out that the relief “de- 
pends upon the relationship between Newport and Cincinnati 
as competitive shipping points of the traffic involved which is 
important to consider.” 

If the proposed rate of 18 cents or a rate lower than the 
present one of 47 cents were established from Newport to Mem- 
phis and not from Cincinnati, the report said, the Cincinnati 
Sheet Metal & Roofing Co., an intervener, which ships traffic 
from its plant in Cincinnati to Memphis, in competition with 
Newport, would be compelled to pay a local switching charge of 
$25 a car to Newport to obtain the lower rate to Memphis. 
Cincinnati and Newport, it was pointed out, were in the same 
switching district, the intervener contending that Cincinnati 
should be kept on a rate parity with Newport in this proceeding. 

The examiner said the record was not adequate to deter- 
mine whether the 18-cent rate from Newport or any rate lower 
than the present normal rate of 47 cents would be reasonably 
compensatory from Cincinnati to Memphis considering that 
there was a switch movement required from the intervener’s 
plant in Cincinnati to the interchange of the L. & N. also in 
Cincinnati as distinguished from the direct receipt of that 
traffic by the L. & N. from the shipper’s plant in Newport. That 
dfference, he said, would be somewhat equalized if the L. & N. 
also transferred the traffic originated at Newport to its inter- 
change in Cincinnati, but its operations in that respect were 
not shown of record. 

“In the circumstances,” he added, “if the rate of 18 cents 
as proposed here were established from Newport, and the pres- 
ent rate of 47 cents were left in effect from Cincinnati, it would 
create a differential of 29 cents in favor of Newport and result 
in a situation which would be difficult, if not impossible, to 
defend as a violation of section 3 of the act, in view of the 
proximity of those two po‘nts, their relationship as competing 
shipping points of the traffic under consideration, and the sub- 
stantial sim‘larity of either their respective water or rail trans- 
portation facilities to Memphis.” 


Proposed Reports 


Lime 


Fourth section application No. 18488, lime from south- 
west to the south. By Examiner J. P. McGrath. Recommends 
grant of authority, on conditions, to establish and maintain 
tates on lime, producing points in Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas, 
Oklahoma, Kansas, and southwestern Missouri to destinations 
in southern territory, including Memphis, Tenn., and Missis- 
Sippi River cross‘ngs south thereof, except destinations in south- 
ern Florida, and from producing points in eastern Missouri 
to the aforesaid destinations except the river crossings, as 
to wh'ch temporary relief was given by F. S. O. 13907, with- 
a observing the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth 

ction, 
Evaporated Milk 


_ No. 28580, White House Milk Co., Inc., vs. Atlanta, Bir- 
Mingham & Coast. By Examiner Harold M. Brown. Dis- 


missal proposed. Carload rates charged, evaporated milk, in 
cans, in packages, shipped between October 18 and November 
2, 1937, Manitowoc, Wis., to points in Georgia and Florida, 
inapplicable, and applicable rates not unreasonable. 


All-Freight 


I. and S. M-1479, freight, all kinds, between Lincoln, Omaha 
and Nebraska points. By Examiner C. J. Peterson. Any-quan- 
tity proportional all-freight rates between Omaha and Lincoln, 
Neb., and between Lincoln and Omaha, on the one hand, and 
specified points in Nebraska, on the other, ranging from 19 to 
41 cents, proposed by Foltz Transfer, of Lincoln, a motor com- 
mon carrier, and between Lincoln and Exeter, Neb., of 20 cents, 
proposed by Exeter Transfer, of Exeter, unlawful. Suspended 
schedules ordered canceled and proceeding discontinued. 


Petroleum Minimum Rates 


I. and S. M-1552, petroleum, minimum charges, points in 
Montana and Wyoming to North Dakota and South Dakota. 
By Examiner Reece Harrison. Proposal of the R-B Freight 
Lines, Inc., a motor contract carrier, to establish minimum 
rates, petroleum and products, in tank trucks, minimum 3,000 
gallons, Billings and Laurel, Mont., and Newcastle and Osage, 
Wyo., to points in the Dakotas, lawful. Suspension order pro- 
posed to be vacated and proceeding discontinued. The pro- 
posal, to become effective April 15, was suspended on protest 
of Western Trunk -Line rail carriers until November 15. Re- 
spondent’s proposed minimum rates are, with exceptions, says 
the report, based on .007 cents a gallon by the mile. The ex- 
aminer said the proposed rates were comparable with those 
now maintained by certain motor common and contract car- 
riers in the territory. 


Motor Proposed Reports 


Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
of 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
become effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
in which applicant has home office is shown in “black face” type, 
with name of town or city following.) 


South Dakota (Parkston)—-MC 102618, Carl M. Zehn- 
pfennig and Louis C. Zehnpfennig, dba Dakota Film Delivery, 
common carrier application. Joint board 184. Served July 11. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Motion picture films and adver- 
tising between Pierce, Neb., and specified South Dakota points, 
over regular routes. 

Maryland (North East)—MC 102588, J. C. Gambill, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 199. Served July 11. Per- 
mit proposed. Fertilizer from Smyrna, Del., to points in Cecil 
county, Md., and Pennsylvania points within 75 miles of Smyrna, 
over irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 


South Dakota (Aberdeen)—-MC 102449, R-B Freight Lines, 
Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 230. Served 
July 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, 
mail and newspapers between Aberdeen and Pollock, S. D., 
over specified route, with no transportation of express or news- 
papers between Aberdeen and Leola, including Leola. 

lowa (New Liberty)—-MC 102256, H. A. Roehlk and Roscoe 
Woods, co-partners dba Roehlk & Woods, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served July 11. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Specified commodities between 
specified points in Iowa and Illinois. 

New Hampshire (Lincoln)—-MC 102245, George Mark Mc- 
Gee, dba Shamrock’s Transportation, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner R. J. Flood, Jr. Served July 11. Permit pro- 
posed. Lumber, in quantities of not less than 8,000 pounds, 
from points in Grafton and Carroll counties, N. H., to points 
in Massachusetts, over irregular routes, with return of rejected 
or refused shipments. 

Alabama (Mobile)—-MC 102029, Ernest Vernon Swan, dba 
Gulf City Transfer Co., common carrier application. Joint 
board 100. Served July 11. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Mobile, Ala., Crichton, 
Prichard, Toulminville, Chickasaw, Plateau, Whistler, Magazine 
Point, Sibert, Southeast Air Depot, Warren Switch, Navco, 
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Spring Hill, Three Mile Creek, Tacon and Neeley’s Station, 
over irregular routes. 

INinois (Rushville)—-MC 102018, Earl E. Gillenwater, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 149. Served July 11. 
Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities between 
Rushville and Macomb, Ill., over regular route. 

South Dakota (Lake City)—-MC 101799, Arnold Buhl, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 143. Served July 11. 
Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. Specified commodi- 
ties between Lake City and points within 15 miles thereof and 
Fargo, West Fargo and Union Stockyards, N. D., and Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul, South St. Paul and Newport, Minn., over irreg- 
ular routes. 

Michigan (Detroit)—-MC 101688, William Shepperson, dba 
Shepperson Trucking Co., contract carrier application. Joint 
board 73. Served July 11. Denial, for want of prosecution, pro- 
posed. Dry lime from Chicago, Ill., and Illinois and Indiana 
points within 50 miles thereof to points in lower Michigan 
peninsula, over irregular routes. 

INinois (Decatur)—MC 101562, Ray Lucas, common carrier 
application. Joint board 149. Served July 11. Denial, for 
want of prosecution, proposed. General commodities between 
points in Decatur, Ill., and Decatur township, Macon county, 
Ill., over irregular routes. 

lowa (Percival)—MC 86835, Sub. No. 3, John Freeman, 
extension, corn. Joint board 138. Served July 11. Certificate 
proposed. Corn, shelled and unshelled, from Percival and points 
within 10 miles thereof to Avery and Omaha, Neb., over irreg- 
ular.routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Jersey (Clifton)—MC 84675, Sub. No. 2, Atlantic 
Coast Lines, Inc., extension, Absecon-Atlantic City. Joint board 
199. Served July 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers, bag- 
gage, express, mail and newspapers between Absecon and At- 
lantic City, N. J., over a regular route, with service to and from 
all intermediate points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

South Dakota (Aberdeen)—-MC 82815, Sub. No. 7, R-B 
Freight Lines, Inc., extension. Examiner Reece Harrison. 
Served July 11. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
modities between points in the Dakotas, over irregular routes. 

South Dakota (Madison)—-MC 81667, Sub. No. 1, Will R. 
Heitman, extension, special commodities. Examiner Reece Har- 
rison. Served July 11. Denial of certificate proposed. Road 
builders’ and contractors’ equipment and supplies between points 
in South Dakota and points in Iowa, Minnesota and Nebraska, 
over irregular routes. 

Ohio (Cleveland)—-MC 76995, Erie Freight Lines, Inc., F. 
W. Coen, trustee, common carrier application. Examiner H. L. 
Hanback. Served July 11. Certificate proposed. Continuance 
of operation by F. W. Coen, as trustee of applicant, successor 
in interest to Erie Motor Freight, Inc. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Chicago, Ill., Milwaukee, Wis., De- 
troit, Bay City and Port Huron, Mich., Toledo, Cleveland and 
Youngstown, O., and Pittsburgh, Pa., and specified intermediate 
and off-route points; gloves and sink stoppers from Toledo to 
New York City, over specified routes. 

Indiana (Fort Wayne)—MC 74755, Sub. No. 2, Herman J. 
Snelzer, extension, Illinois-Indiana-Michigan. Joint board 73. 
Served July 11. Certificate proposed. Household goods be- 
tween Fort Wayne and points within 40 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and points in the lower Michigan peninsula, on the 
other, and between points within 40 miles of Fort Wayne, not 
including Fort Wayne, on the one hand, and points in Illinois 
on the other. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. No. 270, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., extension, Galena to Platteville. Exam- 
iner C. F. Price. Served July 11. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, moving in railway express service, between 
Galena, Ill., and Platteville, Wis., over specified route, subject 
to conditions, including, stipulation that service be auxiliary or 
supplemental to railway express service. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. No. 269, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., extension, Oshkosh and Berlin, Wis. 
Joint board 96. Served July 11. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, moving in railway express service, between Osh- 
kosh and Berlin, Wis., over specified route, serving Omro as 
intermediate point subject to conditions, including one that 
service be auxiliary or supplemental to railway express service. 

New Jersey (Clifton)—-MC 58915, Sub. No. 6, Lincoln 
Transit Co., Inc., extension—Absecon-Atlantic City. Joint 
board 119. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, 
mail and newspapers between Absecon, N. J., to Atlantic City, 
N. J., over a regular route, with service to and from all inter- 
mediate points. The joint board said the application was filed 
for authority to operate over an alternate route because of a 
9,000-pound weight limitation imposed on all carriers using 
the Absecon bridge on U. S. highway 30. Thirty days for ex- 
ceptions. 

Pennsylvania (Zionsville)—-MC 55163, Sub. No. 1, John 
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Kohler, extension, brick. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served July 
11. Dismissal, on applicant’s request, proposed. Brick between 
Reading, Pa., and points in New Jersey and the metropolitan 
area of New York and Long Island, N. Y., over irregular routes. 

Georgia (Atlanta)—-MC 52692, Sub. No. 9, Transportation, 
Inc., off-route extension. Joint board 205. Served July 11. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Pensacola, Fla., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
U. S. Navy Yard, Fort Barrancas, Correy Field, Soufley Field, 
Brownsville and Ellyson Field, Fla., over unnumbered county 
highways. 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—-MC 52675, Ila M. Hanger 
and Jake L. Sokolosky, copartners, dba Midwest Transporta- 
tion Co., common carrier application. Joint board 180. Served 
July 11. On further hearing, denial of certificate or permit, 
under grandfather clauses, proposed. General commodities 
between St. Joseph, Mo., and Oklahoma City, over specified 
route. The joint board said applicants did not prosecute the 
application. 

Minnesota (Arco)—MC 40357, Sub. No. 1, M. L. Blom- 
gren, extension of operations. Examiner Curtis C. Henderson. 
Served July 11. Denial of certificate, for want of prosecution, 
proposed. Live stock and agricultural commodities between 
specified points in Minnesota, Iowa, Wisconsin and South 
Dakota. 

Indiana (Michigan City)—-MC 37704, Sub. No. 2, Raymond 
Brown, dba Raymond Brown Motor Truck Service, extension 
of operations. Joint board 160. Served July 11. Denial of per- 
mit proposed. Beer and malt beverages from St. Louis, Mo., 
to Michigan City, and empty containers on return, over ir- 
regular routes. 

North Carolina (Murphy)—MC 35319, J. H. Axley, dba 
Axley Truck Lines, common carrier application. Joint board 
103. Served July 11. On reconsideration, modification of find- 
ings in prior report (9 M. C. C. 643) and denial of certificate, 
under grandfather clause, with respect to transportation of 
general commodities with exceptions between Murphy and 
Asheville, N. C., over a specified route, proposed. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 33953, Sub. No. 1, Philip 
Zanghi, dba Red Line Transfer Co., extension. Joint board 74. 
Served July 11. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Baltimore and points within 
10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Scranton and Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa., and points within 10 miles of each, on the other, 
over regular and irregular routes. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 5416, Sub. No. 1, George 
Lipscomb, dba Sarah Lipscomb, extension. Joint board 74. 
Served July 11. Denial of permit, for want of prosecution, pro- 
posed. Chicken feed and oyster shell lime between points in 
Maryland and Pennsylvania. 

New Jersey (Newark)—-MC 3647, Sub. No. 18, Public 
Service Interstate Transportation Co., extension. Examiner 
C. H. Luce. Served July 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and baggage between specified street intersections in Collings- 
wood and Haddon Township, N. J., over specified routes, serv- 
ing all intermediate points. 


New Hampshire (Pike)—-MC 2892, Roland C. Ames, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served 
July 11. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, (1) 
wood products from Pike, Warren, Glencliffe and Bristol, N. H.,, 
Winchendon, Lowell, Somerville, and North Easton, Mass.; (2) 
leather-board from Bath, N. H., to Chelsea and Lynn, Mass., 
and (3) leather and leather scrap from Chelsea and Lynn to 
Bath, over irregular routes. 


Alabama (Dothan)—MC 525, Sub. No. 5, St. Andrews Bay 
Transportation Co., extension. Joint board 205. Served July 
11. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Crestview, Fla., and Valparaiso, Fla., over 
Florida highway 54, with service to and from all intermediate 
points, and to and from Eglin Field, Fla., as an off-route 
point. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Colorado (Longmont)—MC 102410, Homer and _ Irene 
Wright, contract carrier application. Joint board 126. Served 
July 12. Permit proposed. Ore and ore concentrates from 
Jamestown, Colo., and points within five miles thereof, to 
Boulder, Colo., over irregular routes. Thirty days for excep- 
tions. 


IMinois (Lancaster)—MC 102330, Clarence S. Higgins, 
common carrier application. Examiner James C. Cheseldine. 
Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Live stock from Lancas- 
ter, Ill., and points within five miles thereof, to Ft. Branch and 
Evansville, Ind., and coal from Kings, Ind., to Lancaster, II. 
and points within five miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Casey)—MC 102075, Charles E. McDaniel, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner James C. Cheseldine. 
Served July 12. Denial of certificate proposed. Specified com- 
modities between Casey, Ill., and Terre Haute, Brazil, and 
Indianapolis, Ind., over U. S. highway 40. 
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Indiana (Hammond)—MC 101890, Dirk Broekema, dba 
Steel Motor Express, contract carrier application. Joint board 
73. Served July 12. Denial of permit proposed. Specified 
commodities between Hammond and specified section of Illi- 
nois, over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Millstadt)—-MC 101836, Lorraine Christ, dba Mill- 
stadt Trucking Co., common carrier application. Joint board 
135. Served July 12. Denial of certificate proposed. General 
commodities between Millstadt and St. Louis, Mo., over speci- 
fied routes. The joint board said that from the evidence there 
was little doubt but that applicant was but the representative 
of the Millstadt Milling Co., that he would be financed by it 
and that he would look to it for the bulk of his tonnage. It 
added that the fact this mill had labor trouble involving its 
truck drivers appeared as a contributing reason for its encour- 
aging “the new venture,” and that the situation was similar to 
a previous case wherein the Commission disapproved the grant- 
ing of a certificate where the service performed by applicant 
would be dominated by a particular shipper (Christy Exten- 
sion of Operations, 7 M. C. C. 471). 

Ohio (Toledo)—MC 101796, Bernice Eaton, dba Eaton 
Drive-Way Co., contract carrier application. Examiner B. E. 
Williams. Served July 12. Dismissal, on applicant’s request, 
proposed. Automobiles, etc., between Toledo and points in 
New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Connecticut, Pennsylvania 
and Ohio, over irregular routes. 

lowa (Castalia)—-MC 101753, Joseph Schultz, common 
carrier application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served 
July 12. Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. Special 
commodities between points in Iowa, Illinois, Minnesota, and 
Wisconsin, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Bangor)—-MC 101542, Vito Fioriglio, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served July 
12. Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. Slate and slate 
products between Bangor and Penn Argyl, Pa., and points 
within five miles thereof, on the one hand, and specified points 
in New York, New Jersey, Rhode Island, Maryland, Virginia, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut and District of Columbia, on the 
other, over regular and irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Riegelsville)—-MC 101497, Raymond Mon- 
inghoff, common carrier application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. 
Served July 12. Dismissal, on applicant’s request, proposed. 
Coal from points in Luzerne and Schuylkill counties, Pa., to 
points in New Jersey, over irregular routes. 


Minnesota (Mankato)—-MC 96347, Arthur L. Kaufman, 
L. P. Kaufman and Edgar A. Kaufman, dba Kaufman’s Taxi, 
common carrier application. Examiner Reece Harrison. Served 
July 12. Denial proposed. Passengers in special or charter 
operations between Mankato and points in Wisconsin, Iowa 
and South Dakota, over irregular routes. 


Ohio (West Toledo)—MC 93692, Ralph W. Blain, Frank 
Hunkler and C. F. Walker, common carrier application, em- 
bracing Sub. No. 1, R. W. Blain, extension, and Sub. No. 2, 
Ralph W. Blain, dba Blain’s Drive-a-Way System, common 
carrier application. Examiner A. J. Ormond. Served July 12. 
Dismissal of MC 93692 and Sub. No. 1, covering driveaway 
operations in Sub. No. 2 and similar operations between points 
in Wayne county, Mich., and points in Michigan, Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania, New York, Massachusetts, Maryland, Delaware, Con- 
necticut, Rhode Island, District of Columbia, Indiana, Illinois, 
Missouri and Louisville, Ky., over regular and irregular routes, 
proposed, the examiner having found that applicant and motor 
carriers who had previously opposed the applications had 
entered into stipulation that applicant would seek only op- 
erating rights from points in Wayne county to West Toledo, 
0., and West Springfield, Pa. Certificate proposed, in Sub. No. 
2; automobiles, trucks and chassis, by driveaway method, in 
initial movement, from points in Wayne county, Mich., to West 
Toledo and West Springfield, over irregular routes, with no 
transportation for compensation in opposite, direction. 


Wyoming (Jackson)—-MC 92958, Sub. No. 2, Merlin Haves, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 29. Served July 12. 
Permit proposed. Building materials from Inkom, Ida., and 
Rock Springs, Wyo., over regular and irregular routes to 
points in Teton county, Wyo., with restricted service at Poca- 
tello, Idaho Falls, and Victor, Ida., and Eden, Farson and 
Pinedale, Wyo., the service at the three named Idaho points 
being in pick-up only, and at the three named Wyoming points, 
in delivery only. The joint board proposed that, in view of the 
fact that the operations covered by the instant application 
Included those authorized in MC 92958 and Sub. No. 1, the 
authority herein recommended supersede applicant’s present 
authority. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oregon (Portland)—-MC 86952, H. C. Callaway, dba 
Yakima Valley Motor Freight (successor in interest to Vog- 
nild Yakima Chief Freight Lines), common carrier applica- 
ion. Joint board 45. Served July 12. On further hearing, 
certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, to 
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and from intermediate points on U. S. highway 830 between 
Vancouver and Bingen, Wash., including Bingen. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 

Wisconsin (Alma)—MC 84658, Sub. N. 1, Lewis O. Miller, 
dba Alma Truck Line, extension, soap and soap products. Joint 
board 96. Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Soap, soap 
products, lard substitutes, and cooking oils, and merchandise 
premiums when included in the same containers with such 
commodities, from Alma to points in Wisconsin within 35 miles 
thereof, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska (Walton)—-MC 81871, Louis A. Retzlaff, dba 
Retzlaff Truck Line, common carrier application. Joint board 
139. Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Continuance of 
operation, livestock and agricultural commodities, between Wal- 
ton and points within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
points in specified part of Iowa; feed from Council Bluffs, Ia., 
to points within 25 miles of Walton,.including Walton; farm 
implements and farm machinery, between Lincoln, Neb., and 
points in specified Kansas area, over irregular routes. 

Ohio (Toledo)—-MC 77425, Sub. No. 1, Great Lakes Car- 
tage Co., extension. Examiner William J. Cave. Served July 
12. Permit proposed. Fresh tomatoes and fresh vegetables 
from points in Lenawee, Jackson, and Monroe counties, Mich., 
to Chicago, Ill. (through Indiana and Ohio when necessary), 
over irregular routes, with empty containers on return. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Indiana (Middlebury)—-MC 70384, Sub. No. 2, Branston A. 
Shoup, dba Middlebury Bus Line, extension. Examiner F. D. 
Binkley. Served July 12. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Passengers and baggage, in chartered party service, from points 
in specified Indiana area to points in District of Columbia, 
Maryland, Minnesota, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and Wisconsin, and return, over irregular routes. 

Kansas (Wichita)—-MC 70272, Sub. No. 1, Al Baenisch, 
extension. Examiner Pete H. Dawson. Served July 12. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Household goods between Wichita and points 
within 25 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Arkansas, Colorado, Missouri, Nebraska and Okla 
homa, over irregular routes. 

New York (Bay Shore)—-MC 65577, Sub. No. 1, John J. 
Murphy, extension. Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Served July 12. 
Certificate proposed. Tires; tubes, mechanical hose belting, 
patches, vulcanizing cement, tractor wheels, bicycles and 
velocipedes, over irregular routes, between Port Newark 
(Newark, N. J.) and points in Kings, Queens, Nassau, and Suf- 
folk counties, N. Y. 

Illinois (Toledo)—-MC 59309, Sub. No. 1, Harry L. Tanner, 
extension. Examiner James C. Cheseldine. Served July 12. 
Denial of certificate, for want of prosecution, proposed. Build- 
ing materials and supplies between Terre Haute, Ind., and points 
in Illinois, over irregular routes. 

South Carolina (North Charleston)—-MC 59255, Sub. No. 2, 
The Geo. A. Rheman Co., Inc., extension. Examiner Samuel 
L. Badian. Served July 12. Permit proposed. Petroleum 
products in tank trucks between specified points in Virginia, the 
Carolinas, and Georgia, over irregular routes. Thirty days for 
exceptions. 


Alabama (Mobile)—MC 50655, Sub. No. 7, Gulf Transport 
Co., Walnut-Jackson extension, embracing MC 29957, Sub. No. 
27, Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc., Holly Springs- 
Jackson extension. Joint board 4. Served July 12. Certificate 
proposed, in MC 50655, Sub. No. 7, as to passengers, baggage, 
express, mail and newspapers between Walnut, Miss., and Jack- 
son, Tenn., over specified route, serving all intermediate points. 
Certificate proposed also in. MC 29957, Sub. No. 27, as to such 
transportation between Holly Springs, Miss., and Jackson and 
between Holly Springs and junction of Mississippi highways 
7 and 5, over specified routes, serving all intermediate points. 

Michigan (Detroit)—-MC 47237, Sam Cooper, dba Northern 
Moving & Storage Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
G. E. Sullivan. Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Con- 
tinuance of operation, household goods between Detroit, on the 
one hand, and all points in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and District of Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (Bethlehem)—MC 34874, Sub. No. 1, Frank 
G. Shively, dba Frank G. Shively & Sons, extension. Examiner 
L. B. Dunn. Served July 12. Dismissal of application for 
certificate, on applicant’s request, proposed. Groceries between 
specified points in Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. 

Louisiana (Shreveport)—-MC 29957, Sub. No. 18, Tri-State 
Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc., extension. Joint board 107. 
Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, 
express, mail and newspapers, between Memphis and Jackson, 
Tenn., serving specified intermediate points, over a regular 
route. 

Kentucky (Richmond)—MC 28861, Sub. No. 1, James B. 
Parke and Paul Parke, common carrier application. Joint board 
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105. Served July 12. Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. 
Persons, light express, mail and newspapers between Rich- 
mond and Beattyville, Ky., over specified route, and, in con- 
nection therewith, special or charter services to and from points 
in 11 states and District of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

South Dakota (Sioux Falls)—-MC 28060, Sub. No. 1, Leone 
Willers, dba L. Willers, extension. Examiner Reece Harrison. 
Served July 12. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
modities between Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn., and points in 
Minnesota within 35 miles thereof, and Sioux Falls and points 
within 10 miles thereof and between that area and Omaha, 
Neb., and Council Bluffs and Sioux City, Ia., and points within 
10 miles of each, and special commodities between points in 
seven states, over irregular routes. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—-MC 26855, Earl Brown Wolverton, 
dba Aaron Lines, broker application. Joint board 112. Served 
July 12. Denial of license, for want of prosecution, proposed. 
Transportation of general commodities in interstate or foreign 
commerce by motor common carrier. 

California (Los Angeles)—-MC 19639, Sub. No. 1, A. R. 
Reader and P. F. Reader, dba Reader Transportation Service, 
extension. Examiner Wallace Schubert. Served July 12. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween points in Los Angeles commercial zone, Montebello and 
Monterey Park, Calif., on the one hand, and Los Angeles Harbor 
and Long Beach, on the other, over irregular routes. Twenty- 
five days for exceptions. ; 

Tennessee (Dyersburg)—-MC 18831, Dyersburg Canning 
Co., contract carrier application. Examiner J. L. Bradford. 
Served July 12. On further hearing, denial of permit, under 
grandfather clause, proposed. Specified commodities between 
points in Missouri, Alabama, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio and Ten- 
nessee, over irregular routes. The examiner said no one ap- 
peared at the hearing to prosecute the application. 

ilinois (Chicago)—-MC 12218, National Trailways System, 
broker application. Examiner T. M. Hanrahan. Served July 
12. License proposed, for operations at Chicago, Ill., and New 
York City in arranging for transportation by motor vehicle of 
passengers and baggage, in all-expense tours, between all points 
in the United States. ° 

lowa (Sioux City)—-MC 10906, Sub. No. 2, Hi-Speed Motor 
Express, Inc., extension. Joint board 94. Served July 12. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Butter, cheese, eggs, dressed 
poultry and rabbits between points in specified South Dakota 
area and Chicago, Ill. The joint board said that at the hearing 
a request was made on applicant’s behalf for continuance of the 
proceeding to some future time to be fixed by the Commission, 
as applicant was unable to get principal witnesses to leave their 
business places in the spring busy season. 

lowa (Sioux City)—MC 10906, Sub. No. 1, Hi-Speed Motor 
Express, Inc., extension. Joint board 94. Served July 12. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, over 
an alternate route from Chicago, IIl., to Sioux City, serving the 
intermediate points of Pekin and Peoria, Ill., for pickup of 
alcohol, alcoholic compounds, alcoholic liquors, and wines des- 
tined to Sioux Falls and Yankton, S. D., and alcohol, alcoholic 
compounds, alcoholic liquors, and wines from Pekin and Peoria 
to Sioux Falls and Yankton, over specified route, and return 
with no transportation for compensation except as otherwise 
authorized to the specified origin points. 

New Jersey (Livingston)—-MC 3698, Sub. No. 2, De Camp 
Interstate Transit Co., extension. Examiner E. W. Kerttu. 
Served July 12. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, 
mail, express and newspapers over a regular route between 
Jersey City, N. J., and New York. City. with no service to or 
from intermediate points. Thirty days for excentions. 

Colorado (Denver)—MC 2863, Sub. No. 6, Rio Grande Mo- 
tor Way, Inc., extension. Joint board 126. Served July 12. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, mail and 
newspapers between Wheeler, Colo., and Dowd, Colo., over a 
regular route with service to and from all intermediate points. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

New York (Albany)—MC 2756. Sub. No. 2, John Vogel. Inc., 
extension. Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Served July 12. Denial 
of certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Albany. N. Y., and Newark, N. J., over regular route, 
serving specified intermediate and off-route points, and chem- 
icals and chemical products from Rensselaer, N. Y., to Bound 
Brook, N. J., over regular route. 

Utah (Santa Clara)—-MC 2348. Harvey Stucki and Reed 
Wittwer, dba Stucki and Wittwer Trucking Co., common car- 
rier application. Examiner F. Roy Linn. Served July 12. On 
further hearing, denial of certificate, under grandfather clause, 
proposed. Live stock from points in Iron, Washington, Kane 
and Garfield counties, Utah, to points in Los Angeles county, 
Calif., over irregular routes. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

New York (Liberty)—MC 2198, Sub. No. 2, Paul G. Killian, 
dba Killian Transfer Co., extension. Examiner Herbert P. 
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Haley. Served July 12. Certificate proposed. General com. 
modities, with exceptions, serving stations on the line of the 
New York, Ontario & Western between Cadosia and Oswego, 
N. Y., both inclusive, over specified routes, subject to conditions, 
including one that service performed by auxiliary or supple- 
mental to rail service of the New York, Ontario & Western. 

Texas (Houston)—MC 1124, Sub. No. 4, Herrin Transporta- 
tion Co., extension. Joint board 52. Served July 12. Certifi- 
cate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, between 
Ville Platte and Eunice, La., over Louisiana highway 119, and 
between Gibson and Thibodaux, La., over specified route, with 
service to Sulphur Mines and Bosco Field, La., as off-route 
points to applicant’s present route between Houston, Tex., and 
New Orleans, La., over U. S. highway 90. 

lowa (Clear Lake)—-MC 102493, Donald S. Eastman, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 146. Served July 16. 
Certificate proposed. Specified commodities, between Clear 
Lake, and points within 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
Albert Lea and Austin, Minn., on the other. Hearing on re- 
quest. Thirty days for exceptions. 

South Dakota (Rosholt)—-MC 100238, Sub. 1, Henry San- 
den, common carrier application. Joint board 143. Served 
July 16. Denial proposed. Live stock between points in N. D,, 
S. D., and Minn. 

Massachusetts (Springfield)—-MC 102226, Gersen G. Gor- 
don, dba Gordon’s Express, common carrier application. Joint 
board 22. Served July 16. Denial proposed. Genera! com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Springfield, Mass., and New 
London, Conn. 

Wisconsin (Eau Claire)—-MC 102144, August W. Raymond, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 95. Served July 16. 
Permit proposed. Such merchandise as is dealt in by whole- 
sale grocery, fruit and bakery houses, and, in connection there- 
with, equipment, materials, and supplies used in the conduct of 
wholesale grocery business, Eau Claire to points in Mich., on 
and west of U. S. highway 45. 

Maryland (Glenburnie)—MC 102129, Arthur Queen, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner G. H. Luce. Served July 16. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage in special 
operations in round-trip sightseeing, or pleasure tours bezin- 
ning and ending at specified points in Md., with no pick-up or 
discharge of passengers or baggage at any other points. 

Delaware (Middletown)—MC 102115, G. Clarence Reihm, 
contract carrier application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served 
July 16. On finding applicant’s operations to be that of a com- 
mon carrier, certificate proposed. Fertilizer, Baltimore, Md., 
to points in New Castel and Kent counties, Del., and fertilizer, 
feeds, seeds, and farm implements exclusive of machinery, Bal- 
timore to Middletown. Del., and Middletown to points in Cecil 
and Kent counties, Md. 

Iinois (Peoria)—-MC 96004, Howard C. Hazan, contract 
carrier application. Examiner James C. Cheseldine. Served 
July 16. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Explosives 
and blasting supplies, between Pottstown, IIl., and Peoria, III. 
and storage magazines near Pottstown. 

New Hampshire (Concord)—MC 93279, Sub. 1, Alvah T. 
Longley, common carrier application. Examiner R. J. Flood. 
Served July 16. Denial proposed. Specified commodities be- 
tween points in N. H., Me., Vt., Mass., R. I., Conn., and N. Y. 

Kansas (Pittsburg)—-MC 76452, Lee Payne, common car- 
rier application. Examiner P. H. Dawson. Served July 16. 
Certificate proposed. Continued operation, specified commodi- 
ties between points in Kan., Mo., and Okla. 


New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. 228, Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 76. 
Served July 16. Certificate proposed, subject to conditions. 
General commodities, moving in railway express service, be- 
tween Ironwood and Wakefield Mich., over U. S. highway 2, 
serving Bessemer and Ramsay, Mich., as intermediate points. 
One condition is that the service be limited to that which is 
auxiliary or supplemental to railway express service. 

Georgia (Atlanta)—-MC 52692, Sub. 8, Transportation, Inc., 
Pensacola extension. Joint board 98. Served July 16. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Pensacola, Fla., and Mobile, Ala., over U. S. highwav 99. 

New Jersey (Phillipsburg)—-MC 50646, Sub. 1, Edwin 
Slack, extension—coal. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served July 16. 
Certificate proposed. Coal, points in Schuylkill county, Hackle- 
birne, and Hazleton, Pa., and points within 8 miles of Hazleton 
to Phillipsburg and the Borough of Alpha, N. J. 

Kansas (Pittsburg)—-MC 42557, Lee Payne, contract cal- 
rier application. Joint board 36. Served July 16. Denial of 
certificate or permit proposed under the grandfather clauses. 
General commodities between Pittsburg, Kan., and points in 
Kan., and Mo. 

Rhode Island (Pawtucket)—-MC 39109, Sub. 2, Perry’s Ex- 
press Co., Inc., extension—machinery. Examiner E. J. Murphy. 
Served July 16. Certificate proposed. Machinery between 
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points in R. I, on the one hand, and New York, N. Y., and 
points in Pa., on the other, and between points in R. I., on the 
one hand, and the boundary of the U. S. and Canada near 
Rouses Point, N. Y., and points in Conn., on the other. 

Colorado (Denver)—MC 33641, Sub. 4, Interstate Motor 
Lines, Inc., extension of operations. Joint board 126. Served 
July 16. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between Denver, Colo., and points within a 10-mile 
radius of the city limits of Denver, except that all shipments 
to and from municipalities shall be limited to quantities of 
10,000 pounds or more. 

Pennsylvania (Lebanon)—MC 16651, Sub. 1, J. H. Sprecher, 
dba Sprecher Brothers, extension—Wilmington. Examiner L. 
B. Dunn. Served July 16. Certificate proposed. New auto- 
mobiles, and new trucks, by the truckaway and driveaway 
methods, Warren township, Macomb county, Mich., and other 
origins formerly authorized, to a defined territory in Pennsyl- 
vania. 

North Carolina (Grantsboro)—-MC 9933, Sub. 2, George M. 
Holton, common carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCas- 
lin. Served July 16. Denial proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between points in N. C., Ala., Conn., Del., Fla., 
Ga., Md., Mass., Miss., N. J., N. Y., Pa., S. C., Tenn., Va., and 
ap. c 
Illinois (Chicago)—MC 2872, Sub. 3, Great Lakes Forward- 
ing Corporation, extension of operations—Ohio points. Joint 
board 57. Served July 16. Certificate proposed. New auto- 
mobiles, trucks, chassis, unfinished automobiles, and other auto- 
motive vehicles, by the driveaway method, in initial and sec- 
ondary movements, between points in Macomb and Wayne 
counties, Mich., on the one hand, and points in O., on the other. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Alabama (Dothan)—MC 526, Sub. 8, St. Andrews Bay 
Transportation Co., extension—Marianna, Fla. Joint board 
205. Served July 16. Certificate proposed. Passengers and 
their baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Marianna and Steele City, 
Fla. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Maine (Eustis)—-MC 102517, E. W. Clark, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 70. Served July 17. Certificate pro- 
posed on finding applicant’s operations to be those of a common 
carrier. Logs, Dead River, Me., and points in Me. within 50 
miles thereof to West Farmington, North Anson, and Bingham, 
Me. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Arkansas (Nashville)—-MC 102367, D. C. Webb, dba Nash- 
ville Motor Freight Line, common carrier application. Joint 
board 152. Served July 17. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Nashville and Texar- 
kana, Tex. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Pennsylvania (Coudersport)—-MC 102326, Gordon B. Good- 
noe, contract carrier application. Examiner Samuel M. Badian. 
Served July 17. Permit proposed. Specified commodities, be- 
tween Coudersport, Pa., on the one hand, and Syracuse, Bing- 
hamton, Rochester, and Buffalo, N. Y., on the other. Hearing 
on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Kentucky (Louisville)—MC 102056, City Delivery Service, 
common carrier application. Joint board 105. Served July 17. 
Certificate recommended. General commodities, in the per- 
formance of terminal collection and delivery service at Louis- 
ville. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Texas (Austin)—-MC 101354, Patton Transfer, Inc., com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 77. Served July 17. 
Denial proposed on finding, after further proceedings, appli- 
cant’s operations as a common carrier of general commodities 
with exceptions, in the performance of terminal collection and 
delivery service for line-haul motor carriers at Austin, those 
for which authority from the Commission is not required. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 


New York (New York)—MC 91505, Sub. 1, Alfred Ledefer, 
contract carrier application, extension of operations—toilet arti- 
cles. Examiner Henry A. Cockrum. Served July 17. Permit 
proposed. Toilet articles, between New York, N. Y., on the one 
hand, and points in N. J., within 25 miles of City Hall, New 
York, N. Y., on the other. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC 88918, Apex Warehouse Co., Inc., con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 77. Served July 17. 
Denial proposed, after finding applicant’s operations as a com- 
mon carrier of general commodities, with exceptions, in the 
performance of terminal collection and delivery service for line- 
haul motor carriers at Dallas, those for which authority from 
the Commission is not required. Hearing on request. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 
_ Michigan (Detroit)—-MC 72300, Sub. 3, American Carload- 
ing Corporation—extension—naval plant and tank arsenal. 
Joint board 76. Served July 17. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, over specified routes between De- 
troit and the Chrysler Corporation tank arsenal, near Michigan 
highway 53, within 4 miles north of the corporate limits of De- 
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troit, with service to and from the Hudson naval ordnance 
plant, about one mile north of the corporate limits of Detroit. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Nevada (Mina)—-MC 61116, Sub. 1, Frank M. Chappell, 
extension—Goldfield—Las Vegas. Joint board 78. Served July 
17. Certificate proposed. Mining machinery, equipment and 
supplies, between points in Calif., and Nev., and non-metallic 
minerals, ore, ore concentrates, mining machinery, equipment 
and supplies between Calif. and Nev. Hearing on request. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Colorado (Denver)—MC 60012, Sub. 7, Rio Grande Motor 
Way, Inc., extension of operations—Colorado highway 78. Joint 
board 126. Served July 17. Certificate proposed. General 
commodities, with exceptions, between Wheeler and Dowd, 
Colo., over U. S. highway 6. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

Pennsylvania (Philadelphia)—-MC 59093, Sub. 3, Alko Ex- 
press Lines, extension—Chambersburg. Joint board 65. Served 
July 17. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between the Blue Mountain Toll Gate of the Pennsyl- 
vania Turnpike and Chambersburg, Pa., over a specified route. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

South Carolina (Union)—-MC 50824, Sub. 3, Giles Frank 
Vaughan, dba Vaughan’s Transfer, extension—Brunswick-Sa- 
vannah-Columbia-Spartanburg. Joint board 131. Served July 
17. Permit proposed. Liquid petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank trucks, serving points within 10 miles of Brunswick, Ga., 
and those within 10 miles of Savannah, Ga., as intermediate 
and off-route points for pick-up only and those within 2 miles 
of Columbia and Spartanburg, S. C., respectively, for delivery 
only, in connection with regular route operations previously 
authorized in MC 50824 and MC 50824, Sub. 1. Hearing on re- 
quest. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New York (Albany)—MC 40169, Sub. 1, Ernest Radley, 
dba Radley’s Express, extension—Conn., Mass., R. I. Ex- 
aminer Samuel M. Badian. Served July 17. Permit proposed. 
Potato chips, in packages and containers, Albany to points in 
Conn., Mass., N. J., and R. I., and empty potato chip containers 
on return. Hearing on request. 30 days for exceptions. 

Texas (Houston)—-MC 30012, Sub. No. 15, George H. 
Blewett, Leonard W. Harper, and Marion L. Martin, dba 
T. S. C. Motor Freight Lines, extension—Boutte, La. Joint 
board 164. Served July 17. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Boutte and the Huey P. 
Long Bridge, near New Orleans, La. Hearing on request. 30 
days for exceptions. 

Colorado (Denver)—-MC 17071, Sub. No. 1, Intermountain 
Freight Lines, Inc., extension of operations—Denver-Dowd. 
Joint board 126. Served July 17. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between Denver and Dowd, 
Colo. Hearing on request. 30 days for exceptions. 

New York (New York)—MC FC 13512, United Security 
Associated Warehouses, Inc., transfer of operating rights. 
Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Served July 17. Dismissal of appli- 
cation to transfer operating rights of A. Verdoorn Co., of 
Hoboken, N. J., to United Security Associated Warehouses, 
Inc., proposed at request of applicant. 

Minnesota (Minneapolis)—-MC 1509, Sub. No. 33, North- 
land Greyhound Lines, Inc., dba Greyhound Lines, extension 
of operations—U. S. highway 51. Joint board 96. Served July 
17. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and 
express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, between Janesville, Wis., and Edgerton, Wis., and 
between junction of U. S. highway 51 and Wisconsin highway 
106, and junction of U. S. highway 12 and 51, over a regular 
route. Hearing on request. 30 days for exceptions. 


West Virginia (Charleston)—-MC 1504, Sub. 34, Atlantic 
Greyhound Corporation—extension—alternate route. Joint 
board 108. Served July 17. Certificate recommended. Pas- 
sengers and their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers 
in the same vehicle with passengers between the junction of 
U. S. highway 60 and Virginia highway 13 near Cumberland, 
Va., and the junction of U. S. highway 60 and Virginia high- 
way 13 near Powhatan, Va., over U. S. highway 60. Hearing 
on request. 30 days for exceptions. 


West Virginia (Charleston)—-MC 1504, Sub. 35, Atlantic 
Greyhound Corporation, extension—Blackstone, Va., and Law- 
renceville, Va. Joint board 108. Served July 17. Certificate 
proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail 
and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between 
Blackstone and Lawrenceville, Va., over Virginia highway 46, 
with service to and from the intermediate points of Daniel- 
town and Cochran, Va. Hearing on request. 30 days for excep- 
tions. 





B. & M. ABANDONMENT 
Examiner J. S. Prichard in a proposed report in Finance 
No. 13093, Boston & Maine abandonment, has recommended 
that division 4 permit abandonment by that road of the portion 
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of its Newburyport branch extending northerly from Topsfield, 
through Georgetown, to Newburyport, 15.5 miles, and the por- 
tion of its Georgetown branch extending nortwesterly from 
Georgetown, through Groveland, to Paper Mill, 4.5 miles, all in 
Essex county, Mass. The examiner said the branches had 
operated at a deficit and added “that neither the present nor 
prospective volume of traffic’ on them was sufficient to warrant 
their retention. Further, he said no industry served by the 
branches would have its cost of doing business increased more 
than $1,000 a year as a result of the proposed abandonment. 


Sale of “Abandoned” Motor Route 


Approval of the proposed transaction would necessarily be 
construed as condoning circumvention of the law and would 
encourage other carriers to follow the same procedure under 
like circumstances and subsequently to submit what amounted 
to an accomplished fact to the Commission for ratification, said 
Examiner Vernon V. Baker, of the section of finance, Bureau of 
Motor Carriers, in a proposed report in MC F-1234, Salt Creek 
Freightways, Casper, Wyo., purchase Motor Transit Co., Bill- 
ings, Mont. 

The examiner, accordingly, recommended denial by the 
Commission of the application of Salt Creek Freightways for 
authority to purchase vendor’s operating rights as a common 
carrier of general commodities between Sheridan, Wyo., and 
Billings, Mont., for $5,000. The examiner said that under agree- 
ment of January 27, 1940, entered into by applicant, vendor, 
and W. C. Johnson, dba Johnson Motor Freight, vendor agreed 
to transfer to applicant the Sheridan-Billings rights and to 
transfer certain Montana intrastate rights to Johnson, for 
$10,000, the representation being made that each was obligated 
to pay half of that total at the rate of $100 a month. A few 
days after execution of the agreement, said the examiner, ven- 
dor filed a petition requesting abandonment of its certificate 
to eliminate the right to operate between Sheridan and Billings. 
He added that no application covering the transaction was filed 
under former section 213 or section 5 for several months 
thereafter, and that vendor ceased operating between Billings 
and Sheridan about March 1, 1940, without awaiting action on 
the petition, but continued operating between Billings and 
Roundup, Mont. Thus, said the examiner, applicant and John- 
son accomplished the elimination of a competitor over the 
Sheridan-Billings route, and, he added, it seemed probable that 
a violation of the anti-trust laws had already occurred. He said 
it was significant that the purchase agreement provided that the 
monthly payments would be continued even if the transaction 
were disapproved by the Commission. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


Ex Parte MC 20, Trunk Line territory motor carrier rates. Forty- 
eighth petition of Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, 
Inc., asks Commission to reopen above proceeding for reconsideration 
and modification of the orders therein entered by division 5 to the 
extent necessary to permit prompt publication of the proposed reduced 
classification exceptions ratings; commodity rates; and/or other tariff 
provisions. 

MC F-1546, Quaker City Bus Co., purchase, Blackhawk Line, Inc. 
Silver Dart Lines, Inc., asks leave to file supplemental affidavits. 

Ex Parte No. 127, status of public stockyard companies. Cleveland 
Union Stock Yards Co., respondent, asks Commission to reopen pro- 
ceeding for the purpose of receiving new and additional evidence 
pertinent to the issues in this proceeding, reconsidering the matter, 
and further modifying the order dated April 7, 1941, as modified by 
order of June 2, 1941. 

No, 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern cases. Southwestern 
Lines, defendants, ask modification of findings and orders in connec- 
tion with acid, sulphuric, spent, from Atlas, Mo., to Little Rock, Ark. 

Finance 12205, in the matter of Missouri Pacific Trustee Abandon- 
ment Protestants, Kansas Corporation Commission, The Board of 
County Commissioners of Coffey County, Kan., and the Board of 
County Commissioners of Greenwood County, Kan., asks that order 
of June 2, heretofore entered herein, be set aside, and that this pro- 
ceeding be reopened for further hearing. 

No. 28374, Silverton Supply Co. vs. Norfolk & Western et al. Com- 
plainant asks reopening and reconsideration by the full Commission 
on the record as made. 

Ex Parte No. 127, status of public stockyard companies. Union 
Stock Yard and Market Co., Inc., of New York, N. Y., asks reopening 
and reconsideration, and stay of effective date of order of April 7, 
1941, as modified by order of June 2, 1941. 

Ex Parte MC 20, Trunk Line territory motor carrier rates. Second 
petition of Metropolitan Motor Carriers Conference, Inc., asks Com- 
mission to modify its existing orders in this proceeding, so as to permit 
the petitioner to publish the rates and charges contained in the re- 
spective proposals for which modification is herein sought. 

Ex Parte MC 20, Trunk Line territory motor carrier rates. Forty- 
ninth petition of Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., 
asks Commission to modify its outstanding orders to extent necessary 
to permit publication of the rates, ratings and other tariff provisions 
proposed in this petition, the same to take effect immediately. 

Ex Parte MC 20, Trunk Line territory motor carrier rates. Cochrane 
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Transportation Co. asks reopening, reconsideration and modification of 
orders entered in proceeding. 

MC C-278, salt—Kansas to Colorado and Wyoming points. J. A. 
Farmar, for and on behalf of certain rail carriers asks modification of 
the order respecting reduced rates on salt by extending the scope of 
the order to include points in Colorado and New Mexico on the Denver 
& Rio Grande Western, and postponement of the hearing set for July 
25, at Denver, in MC C-278 and I. & S. M-1623. 

MC F-1587, application of United States Trucking Corporation to 
acquire the operating rights of William J. Kennedy dba Kennedy's 
Auto Express. Applicant asks authority to operate for a 180 days 
pending disposition of its purchase application. 

Ex Parte MC 29, special or chartered party service. American 
Transit Association, a party of record in this case, and, on behalf of 
its interested member companies, asks Commission to reopen case 
for reargument before, and reconsideration by, the entire Commission; 
and that the order dated May 29, issued by division 5, prescribing 
regulations governing special o1 chartered party service, to become 
effective on August 4, be stayed, pending final disposition of the case 
by entire Commission. 


Ex Parte No. 127—status of public stockyards companies. Saint 
Paul Union Stockyards Co., respondent, asks Commission to postpone 
effective date of order, to reopen proceeding for admission of new 
evidence of changed circumstances and conditions affecting petitioner, 
and to issue an order dismissing said proceeding as to petitioner. 


BUS LINE CONSOLIDATION 


Purchase by a new corporation, Alabama Stages, Inc., of 
Montgomery, Ala., of certain operating rights and properties 
of three bus lines and consolidation into it of those rights and 
properties should be denied and the application in so far as it 
involves another bus line should be dismissed, said Examiner 
Vernon V. Baker, of the section of finance, Bureau of Motor 
Carriers, in a proposed report in MC F-1367, Alabama Stages, 
Inc., consolidation, Capital Motor Lines et al.; Capital Motor 
Lines et al., control, Alabama Stages, Inc. 

The proposed consolidation, said the examiner, would in- 
volve the following: operations of Capital Motor Lines, of 
Montgomery, between Montgomery and Florala, Ala., and be- 
tween Andalusia and McKenzie, Ala., and two busses, for 
$30,000; rights of J. R. Crow, dba Troy-Elba-Dothan Bus Line, 
of Troy, Ala., between Columbus, Ga., and Dothan, Ala., Elba 
and Opp, Ala., and Ozark and Geneva, Ala., and three busses, 
for $20,000; rights of W. C. Drinkard, dba Drinkard Bus Line, 
Montgomery, between Montgomery and Florala, for $12,000, 
and rights of H. K. Livingston, dba Montala Coaches, Mont- 
gomery, between Eufaula and Montgomery, Ala., and three 
motor vehicles, for $30,000. The application also asked author- 
ity for the first three of these lines and Southeastern Grey- 
hound Lines, Lexington, Ky., Crescent Stages, Inc., Anniston, 
Ala., Georgia Stages, Inc., Albany, Ga., C. G. Schultz, Jack- 
sonville, Fla., and E. Smythe Gambrell, Atlanta, Ga., to acquire 
joint control of Alabama Stages, Inc., through ownership of 
its stock. 

The examiner said Drinkard’s operations were _intra- 
state and that the Commission should dismiss the application 
as to that phase of the purchase for lack of jurisdiction. As to 
purchase and consolidation of the other three lines, he con- 
cluded that the applicants had failed to justify the purchase 
price of $80,000, for which Alabama Stages would receive 
physical property valued at $8,250, on the basis of total op- 
erating revenues and potential earnings. In view of that con- 
clusion, he added, it was unnecessary to consider merits of 
the control aspect of the application. 


ASPHALT RATE IN NORTH CAROLINA 


The Atlantic & East Carolina Railway Co., the Hatteras 
Oil Co. and the State Highway and Public Works Commission 
of North Carolina, as intervenors in No. 27900, class rates 
within North Carolina, have filed a brief with the Commission 
asking it to take such action as it deems necessary and appro- 
priate to bring about a readjustment in the rates on asphalt 
so as to remove discrimination alleged to exist against the 
asphalt traffic from Morehead City, N. C., as compared with 
the rates on asphalt from Norfolk, Va., to North Carolina desti- 
nations beyond 180 miles. The brief says that the existing 
intrastate rates are on a straight mileage basis, but that, on 
the other hand, the rates from Norfolk are a combination of 
mileage basis and the alternative B and C basis prescribed 
in No. 21665, North Carolina Corp. Comm. vs. Akron, Canton 
& Youngstown, 213 I. C. C. 259. For these reasons, say the 
intervenors, the rates on asphalt from Morehead City to desti- 
nations in North Carolina are in many instances higher for 
shorter distances than the Norfolk rates for longer distances. 
The assailed rates, 17% per cent of first class, the brief avers, 
are unfair, unreasonable and unjustly discriminatory against 
the shipper of asphalt at Morehead City and the Atlantic & 
East Carolina, on the one hand, and operate to the unreason- 
able advantage and preference of shippers of asphalt in Norfolk, 
on the other hand. 
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Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules not reproduced here, Details of such orders are published in 
The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-1723, the Commission has suspended from 
July 17 until February 17 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 9 of Coast Transportation 
Co., Inc., New Orleans, La. The suspended schedules proposed 
to establish new joint motor-water-motor commodity rates on 
cotton factory products, any-quantity, from various points in 
Alabama and Georgia to a large number of points in Texas. 
The following is illustrative: 


From Decatur, Ala. To Cleveland, Texas—Dry goods, 140; finished 
cotton piece goods, 100; unfinished cotton piece goods, 90. To Cor- 
rigan, Texas—Dry goods, 130; finished cotton piece goods, 93; un- 
finished cotton piece goods, 84. To Lufkin, Texas—Dry goods, 127; 
finished cotton piece goods, 91; unfinished cotton piece goods, 82. To 
Carthage, Texas—Dry goods, 124; finished cotton piece goods, 89; un- 
finished cotton piece goods, 80. To Texarkana, Texas—Dry goods, 104; 
finished cotton piece goods, 74; unfinished cotton piece goods, 67. 


In I. and S. M-1724, the Commission has suspended from 
July 17 until February 17 certain schedules published in sched- 
ule MF I. C. C. No. 3 of Joseph O. Emmett, dba B Line Express, 
Covington, Ky. The suspended schedules propose to establish 
new and reduced less than truckload and volume minimum 
rates or charges on such merchandise as is dealt in by whole- 
sale, retail and chain grocery and food houses, and materials 
used in connection with such businesses, between Cincinnati, 
O., and various points in Georgia; on paint materials, lead 
and related articles, from Cincinnati to points in Georgia; and 
less-than-truckload minimum rates or charges on aprons, 
bakery goods, candy, carpeting, dried fruit, food products, 
furnaces, groceries, non-alcoholic beverages, oleomargarine, 
paints, stoves and uniforms between Cincinnati and points in 
Georgia. 

In I. and S. M-1725, the Commission has suspended from 
July 17 until February 17 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of R. E. Duttera, dba 
Duttera’s Motor Service, Gettysburg, Pa. The suspended sched- 
ules proposed to establish new, increased, and reduced truck- 
load commodity rates on various commodities from Biglerville 
and Gardners, Pa., to Ohio and West Virginia points, from 
Inwood, W. Va., to Biglerville and Gardners, Pa., and on re- 
claimed rubber from Hagerstown, Md., to Gettysburg, Pa., 
and Winchester, Va. 

In I. and S. No. M-1722, the Commission has suspended 
from July 16 to February 16 certain schedules as published 
in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 55, and supplement No. 1 thereto, of 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, Chicago, 
Ill. The suspended schedule proposed to establish from north- 
west territory points to central, trunk-line and New England 
territory points an exception rating reflecting approximately 
45 per cent of first class rates, minimum 20,000 pounds, on 
cheese, and commodity rates reflecting percentages ranging 
from 57 to 46 per cent of first class rates, minimum 20,000 
pounds on dairy products, except cheese. Present rates are 
generally higher class or commodity rates. The following is 
illustrative, rates being in cents.a 100 pounds: 


To New York, N. Y., from Watertown, S. D., present rate, mini- 
mum 20,000 pounds, 137; proposed rate, minimum 20,000 pounds, 134%. 
To New York, N. Y., from Williston, N. D., present rate, minimum 
20,000 pounds, 177; proposed rate, minimum 20,000 pounds, 173. 


In I. and S. 5020 the Commission has suspended from July 
17 until February 17 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement No. 4 to The New York, New Haven & 
Hartford Railroad Company’s tariff, I. C. C. No. F 3766. The 
Suspended schedules propose to establish a commodity rate of 
8 cents a 100 pounds on felt or paper, building, roofing, sheath- 
ing, unsaturated, in carloads, from Phillipsdale, R. I., to Cli- 
quot, Mass., which would apply in lieu of the present class 
rate of 11 cents. 

In I. and S. 5013, the Commission has suspended from 
July 15 until February 15 the operation of a certain schedule 
as published in supplement 35 to Agent J. R. Peel’s Tariff I. 
C. C. No. 3200. The suspended schedule proposes to reduce 
the rate on pulpboard from Kansas City, Mo., to Southard, 
Okla., from 45 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 40,000 pounds, to 
26 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 50,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. 5014, the Commission on its own motion has 
Suspended from July 15 until February 15 the operation of 
Schedules as published in supplement No. 54 to Agent R. A. 
Sperry’s Tariff I. C. C. No. 463. The suspended schedules pro- 
Pose to reduce the rates on canned milk, carloads, from Litch- 
field, Ill., to Jacksonville, Miami and Tampa, Fla., without ob- 
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serving the provisions of section 4 of the interstate commerce 
act. 

In I. and S. 5015, the Commission on its own motion has 
suspended from July 15 until February 15 the operation of 
certain schedules as published in supplement No. 24 to Agent 
W. S. Curlett’s Tariff I. C. C. No. A647 and supplements Nos. 
64 and 65 to Agent I. N. Doe’s Tariff I. C. C. No. 367. The 
suspended schedules propose to reduce the import rates on man- 
ganese ore, carloads, from north Atlantic ports to Alloy and 
Glen Ferris, W. Va., without observing the provisions of section 
4 of the interstate commerce act. 

In I. and S. 5017, the Commission has suspended from 
July 14 until February 14 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 22 to the Boston & Maine 
Railroad Tariff I. C. C. No. A3028 and supplement No. 17 to 
the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad Co. Tariff 
I. C. C. No. F3542. The suspended schedules propose to in- 
crease the rates by the net ton on coke, carloads, from Harbor 
Junction Wharf, R. I., and Boston, Mass., to Portsmouth, N. H. 
The following is illustrative: 


To Portsmouth, N. H. From Junction Wharf, R. I., present 205; 
proposed 271. From Boston, Mass., present 140; proposed 186. 


In I. and S. M-1718, the Commission has suspended from 
July 14 until February 14 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in Tariff MF I. C. C. No. 8 and supplement No. 3 
thereto, also supplement No. 65 to Tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 
of James E. Lockwood, Agent, Kansas City, Mo. The sus- 
pended schedules proposed to establish new or reduced com- 
modity rates on anti-freeze alcohol, compounds and prepara- 
tions; boxes; empty containers; eggs; junk; malt liquors; 
nursery stock; and petroleum and petroleum products, from 
and to, or between certain points in Kansas, Missouri and 
Oklahoma. 


In I. and S. 5018, the Commission has suspended from July 
15 until February 15 the operation of schedules as published in 
Grand Trunk Railway System’s I. C. C. No. A-2914 and The New 
York Central Railroad Co. I. C. C. No. 272, and supplement No. 1 
thereto, and other tariffs. The suspended schedules propose to 
reduce the rail rates on dried beans, in carloads, from certain 
origin points in the lower peninsula of Michigan to 35 destinations 
in central territory. The following is illustrative: 


From Muskegon, Mich., to Chicago, Ill., present rate, minimum 
50,000 pounds, 21; proposed rate, minimum 60,000 pounds, 17; proposed 
rate, minimum 70,000 pounds, 16. From Muskegon, Mich., to Indianap- 
olis, Ind., present rate, minimum 50,000 pounds, 24; proposed rate, 
minimum 60,000 pounds, 18; proposed rate, minimum 70,000 pounds, 17. 
From Muskegon, Mich., to Pittsburgh, Pa., present rate, minimum 
50,000 pounds, 30; proposed rate, minimum 60,000 pounds, 21; proposed 
rate, minimum 70,000 pounds, 20. 


In I. and S. No. 5019, the Commission has suspended from 
July 15 until February 15 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplements Nos. 25 and 6 to Agent L. E. Kipp’s 
tariffs I. C. C. Nos. 1464 and 1469, respectively. The suspended 
schedules propose to increase the rates on berries (not cooked 
nor partially cooked) sugared and with preservatives added, in 
vacuum sealed cans in boxes, in carloads, from Pacific coast ter- 
ritory to eastern transcontinental destinations. The following is 
illustrative: 


From Hood River, Ore., to Chicago, Ill., present rate, minimum 
40,000 pounds, 99; present rate, minimum 60,000 pounds, 88; proposed 
rate, minimum 46,000 pounds, 116. 


In I. and S. M-1719, the Commission has suspended from 
July 15 until February 15 the operation of certain schedules as 
published’in supplement No. 43 to joint tariff, MF-I. C. C. No. 45 
of issuing Agent Western Trunk Line Motor Common Carriers 
Bureau, Des Moines, Ia. The suspended schedules proposed to 
establish increased exceptions ratings of class 32 and 28, minima 
20,000 and 36,000 pounds, respectively, on brewers’ malt yeast 
food in barrels, and canned goods between points in western ter- 
ritory, in lieu of an exceptions rating of class 27%, minimum 
20,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-1720, the Commission has suspended from 
July 15 until February 15 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 185 to Mid-Western Motor Freight 
Tariff Bureau’s, Inc., tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 77 (F. P. Willette’s 
series), Kansas City, Mo. The suspended schedules proposed 
to establish commodity rates on drugs, N. O. I., minimum 30,000 
pounds, from Evansville, Ind., to Dallas, Ft. Worth and Houston. 
Tex., in lieu of present higher class rates. The following is illus- 
trative: 


From Evansville, Ind., to Dallas, Tex., and Ft. Worth, Tex., present 
rate, minimum 15,000 pounds, 133; proposed rate, minimum 30,000 
pounds, 109; from Evansville, Ind., to Houston, Tex., present rate, 
minimum 15,000 pounds, 144; proposed rate, minimum 30,000 pounds, 
118. 
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In I. and S. M-1721, the Commission has suspended from 
July 15 until February 15, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 34 to joint tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 
176 of Agent Lou Hosking, St. Paul, Minn. The suspended sched- 
ules proposed to establish on a large list of canned or preserved 
foodstuffs, minimum 24,000 pounds, to Twin Cities, Minn., reduced 
commodity rates of 25 cents a 100 pounds from Appleton, Green 
Bay, Manitowoc, Shawano and Two Rivers, Wis., and of 27 cents 
a 100 pounds from Fond du Lac and Sheboygan, Wis., to alternate 
with present higher commodity rates subject to a minimum 
weight of 20,000 pounds. The following is illustrative: 


Canned or preserved foodstuffs, to Minneapolis, Minn., from Green 
Bay, Wis., present rate, minimum 20,000 pounds, 28; proposed rate, 
minimum 24,000 pounds, 25; to Minneapolis, Minn., from Fond du Lac, 
Wis., present rate, minimum 20,000 pounds, 30; proposed rate, mini- 
mum 24,000 pounds, 27. 


In I. and S. M-1712, the Commission has suspended from 
July 11 until February 11 the operation of all schedules pub- 
lished in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 8 of Ramus Trucking Line, 
Inc., Cleveland, O. The suspended schedules proposed to estab- 
lish new less-truckload commodity rates applicable on rayon 
or synthetic fibres or yarns, and on yarn and fibre made of 
cotton and rayon, or fibre made of cotton and rayon, or cotton 
and synthetic fibre, from Cleveland and Painesville, O., to 
forty-one destinations in Massachusetts. These rates are pro- 
posed in lieu of present higher class rates. The following 
illustrates the proposed adjustment: 


From Cleveland, O., to Boston, Mass. Present, AQ, 93; proposed, 
87. From Cleveland, O., to Springfield, Mass. Present, AQ, 92; pro- 
posed, 83. 

AQ—Any quantity. 


In I. and S. M-1713, the Commission has suspended from 
July 12 until February 12 the operation of schedule MF I. C. C. 
No. 5 of John J. Coyle, dba John J. Coyle Motor Freight 
Service, Philadelphia, Pa. The suspended schedule proposed 
to establish new any-quantity contract carrier minimum 
charges of 25 and 32 cents a 100 pounds, applicable on lino- 
leum, from Philadelphia, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., and Wash- 
ington, D. C., respectively. The carrier has no present mini- 
mum rates or charges on this traffic. 


In I. and S. M-1714, the Commission has suspended from 
July 12 until February 12 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 41 of Agent R. L. Askea, 
Wilson, N. C. The suspended schedules propose to establish 
generally reduced truckload commodity rates applicable on 
petroleum or petroleum products, governed by minimum 
weights of 15,000 and 22,000 pounds, and on less-truckloads; 
also on containers, iron or steel, any-quantity, between Balti- 
more, Md., Charleston, S. C., New York, N. Y., Wilmington, 
N. C., Philadelphia, Pa., Hopewell and Norfolk, Va., and 
points in the state of North Carolina. 

In I. and S. M1715, the Commission has suspended from 
July 13 until February 13 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement 23 to joint tariff, MF I. C. C. No. 171 
of issuing Agent Southern Motor Carrier Rate Conference, 
Atlanta, Ga. The suspended schedule proposed to establish 
a reduced any-quantity commodity rate of 97 cents a 100 
pounds on finished cotton piece goods in the original piece from 
New Orleans, La., to St. Louis, Mo., in lieu of a higher any- 
quantity class rate of 105 cents a 100 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-1716, the Commission has suspended from 
July 14 until February 14 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 4 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 
of Otto Steckbeck, dba Harvey Steckbeck Freight Line, 
Lebanon, Pa. The suspended schedules proposed to establish 
rates by the 100 pounds on iron or steel boilers and parts, and 
rigging, ranging from 37 to 46 cents, minimum 10,000 pounds, 
and from 26 to 32 cents, minimum 24,000 pounds, and on 
wooden patterns ranging from 73 to 92 cents, minimum 10,000 
pounds, from Lebanon, Pa., to points in Delaware, Maryland, 
New Jersey, New York, Virginia, West Virginia and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, within 150 miles of Lebanon. No present 
rates are in effect on this traffic. 

In I. and S. M-1717, the Commission has suspended from 
July 14 until February 14 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 9 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 53 
of Stream Line, Inc., Chicago, Ill. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new commodity rates on “freight, all 
commodities,” with certain exceptions, minimum 20,000 pounds, 
between Peoria, Ill., and Minneapolis, St. Paul, Albert Lea, 
Austin, Mankato, and Rochester, Minn.; also on iron or steel 
articles, minimum 20,000 pounds, from Sterling, Ill., to Min- 
neapolis, St. Paul and New Ulm, Minn. The following is 
illustrative: 


From Sterling, Ill., to Minneapolis, Minn. Proposed, 20M, 33. From 
Sterling, Ill., to New Ulm, Minn. Proposed, 20M, 35. 
M—Minimum in thousands of pounds. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Class Rate Investigation 
vated A. E. Heiss, Staff Correspondent at St. Louis, Mo.) 


ces of irritation marked the end of the initial hearing 
in No. 28300, class rate investigation, 1939, and cases joined 
with it in St. Louis which came the afternoon of July 11, unex- 
pectedly, to some, before two days had been consumed in the 
submission of testimony by Commission men (see Traffic World, 
July 12). The cross examination of C. G. Jensen, the Commis- 
sion’s classification man, lasted less than a half of the second 
day. Some had an idea that he would be on the stand for the 
greater part of two days. The idea that he was in for a long 
session on the witness stand existed, notwithstanding that Com- 
missioner Aitchison had urged participants to make speed. 

It would take about a year for the railroads to get ready 
for what he called rebuttal, said J. W. Plunkett, of the Great 
Northern. Anything like that was absurd, retorted Commis- 
sioner Aitchison, who also characterized the idea as too pre- 
posterous to consider. He added that, if the respondents did not 
help, the Commission would have to proceed as best it could 
without their help. 

Cross examination of Mr. Jensen was the principal work at 
the last session, the heart of his testimony being g heme for 
making class rates for the whole cou n0 niform as to 
height, but, according to his vie bette han the uctures 
how in existence, using Central Freight Association as the norm 
or 100 per cent. Under his plan rates would be 9 per cent high 
in Eastern Trun ne Territory and per cent in New Eng- 
and; ex oe iia Cis Ton eo down to ne 
crossing essee bali petween its parthern and 

outhern — Ts anies_and giving the no rihern pa 0 ate e- 
stricted southern territo pe F’. A. level and 
é southern part of Sout oH emttory | 0 per cent of it and 


FOing as high as 140 per cent of that leve — Western Classifi- 





ca lofi PITILO rir western Trunk errito zone 1 
e Ts) : oo one 
130 ner cent: zone IV, 140 per cent: the north Pacific Coast 


erritory, embracing Washington, about four-fifths Of Oregon 


and the northwestern corner of California U per cent, and the 


western part of the southern two-thirds of California, U per 
cent. ———— —— 
—_—— 


Request for Data Renewed 


Parker McCollester, counsel for New York state, again 
brought up the question of the Commission making underlying 
data used by Commission witnesses available to all parties to 
the proceeding, reiterating his contention that parties to the 
proceeding could not make their cases unless these data were 
made usable by them. He insisted that, unless Commission 
data were made a part of the case, use of them would not be in 
accordance with the decisions of the courts. Conclusions drawn 
from unavailable data, he insisted, would be a disregard of the 
law. 


“You don’t have to have before you every corpse dissected 
by a doctor to qualify him as a doctor,” observed Commissioner 
Aitchison, who had not made a ruling on the request for data, 
adding that the request would receive consideration. Cross 
examination of the witnesses had proceeded on the basis that the 
request had been denied. 


While Mr. Jensen’s qualifications were being ascertained, 
Commissioner Aitchison brought from him a declaration to the 
effect that the Commission had directed him to prepare a paper 
on the subject, which he had done, calling it “some suggestions 
for improvements in railroad class rates.” He said the Com- 
mission had not told him what sort of paper he should prepare. 
In answer to a question by Burt L. Smelker, attorney for the 
Commission, Mr. Jensen said he was inclined to believe that, if 
the record were more minute, reductions of the first class rates 
resulting from the use of formulas he had suggested would be 
greater in the west and the south than indicated in his paper. 
In answer to Mr. Smelker, Mr. Jensen said the conclusions were 
his own. 

The cross examination of Mr. Jensen seemed more for a 
clarification of his proposals than a criticism, being conducted 
largely by Warren H. Wagner for the southern governors 
freight rate conference; Mr. Hollopeter for Indiana interests; 
C. B. Bee, for the Oklahoma commission; A. J. Little, the 
Nebraska commission; C. E. Childe of Omaha; and C. E. Widell, 
Tennessee interests. Others asked a few questions. 


Mr. Jensen said that revenue needs should be taken care of 
in the rate scale but added that rates and classifications could 
not be separated. That was in answer to Commissioner Aitchison, 
who wanted to know whether by “preservation of revenue” the 
witness meant regaining traffic from motor carriers. He said 
he meant there should be reductions in the rates with compen- 
sating increases in classification ratings. In answer to a ques- 
tion by Mr. Childe the witness said he thought exceptions to the 
classification would have to continue but that, if the rates were 
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revised, there would be fewer exceptions. Mr. Childe suggested 
that, under the initial first class rates of 25 cents, something 
akin to what was going on in Europe would break out in this 
country. The witness, however, said there would be reductions 
in short haul rates. but increases in those on long hauls. 

In answer to a question by Commissioner Aitchison as to 
how much traffic moved on a first class rate of 25 cents for five 
miles or ten miles, Mr. Jensen said he assumed that none moved 
on such short hauls. In his paper the witness had said it would 
take two years to gather data to find out what the railroads 
were carrying and only with information of that sort could it 
be ascertained what traffic was being hauled on first class 
rates. His paper suggested that the actual proposals on the sub- 
ject be left for working out by the railroads. That led Mr. Bee 
to suggest that the working out of the southwestern adjustment 
had been left to the railroads—with brief for the shippers be- 
cause they were not fast in doing that. 

Howard G. Freas, for the California and Arizona commis- 
sions, raised the question whether their rates were in this case. 
Commissioner Aitchison said the transcontinental rates at least 
were in the case. Mr. Freas said that Secretary Bartel had 
advised that California and Arizona rates were not in the case. 
The upshot of the matter was that Commissioner Aitchison 
admitted that Secretary Bartel was right when he said they 
were not. 

Eastern railroads said they probably would advise in a few 
days as to what they thought about the time for a further 
hearing. Chairman Kerr, of the Southern Freight Association, 
said the railroads wanted to hear what the complainants had 
to say about their rates and that the time suggestion they would 
make would probably depend on what the Commission decided 
about the underlying data. His idea was that the next hearing 
could be had some time in the fall. 


When the next hearing in the class rate case will be held 
or where is not likely to be known until late this month, if 
then. When Commissioner Aitchison made an effort to get an 
idea on that point from attorneys of the railroads the only 
definite promise as to suggestions for the time was made by 
H. L. Walker, speaking for the eastern carriers. His idea was 
that it would take ten days for him to ascertain the views of 
his clients. That meant that he would not be able before 
July 22 to give any views on the subject. 

The southern carriers indicated that when they were ad- 
vised whether the underlying data would or would not be 
made available to them, they would be able to make sugges- 
tions. They were ready on some matters to go ahead then, 
it was indicated. The western carriers at the time the com- 
missioner made his inquiries, indicated that it would take a 
long time for them to get ready, one year being suggested. 


An idea among the men in Washington who expect to par- 
ticipate in the further hearings is that t ommission will 
assi roceedi j j 
they think, would be a handling 
manner usual in big, cases. 






In about the 


C. and N. W. Reorganization 


Attorneys for the Chicago and North Western, who for 
months had been attempting to obtain funds for paying the 
costs of appealing from federal court orders approving the 
company’s reorganization plan as signed in September, 1940, 
obtained the funds in a roundabout way at a hearing in federal 
district court at Chicago July 16. Judge John P. Barnes on that 
day granted a motion, presented by Luther M. Walter, debtor’s 
attorney, asking the court to order the trustee estate to pay 
the costs of the debtor’s appeal from Judge Barnes’ order of 
June 27 confirming the plan. The costs, it was estimated, would 
amount to approximately $15,000 and would include the print- 
ing of the entire record in the case. Attorneys for parties to 
the case generally agreed that, by obtaining the funds, the 
debtor’s attorneys no longer needed, at least temporarily, to 
worry about the outcome of their previous attempts in the 
circuit court of appeals to obtain money to defray the costs of 
printing the record so as to go ahead with appeals from orders 
approving the plan. Mr. Walter said he would consolidate his 
appeals from the orders approving the plan and the order con- 
firming the plan, thereby eliminating the cost of printing the 
record in both matters. 

The attempts by the debtor to obtain money from Guy M. 
Thomson, trustee, went back to March of this year, when the 
Commission refused to set an amount for the appeal costs and 
Judge Barnes, in refusing to order the trustee to pay the costs 
or to order the Commission to fix the allowances, said he had 
ho authority under bankruptcy law to give relief to the debtor 
in the matter (see Traffic World, April 5, p. 865). The debtor’s 
attorneys then filed a petition for an injunction against the 
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Commission’s order and, at the same time, appealed from Judge 
Barnes’ decision on the costs. A three-judge federal court later 
dismissed the injunction petition, but the circuit court decided 
that Judge Barnes did have authority to order the trustee to 
advance the appeal funds for meeting costs (see Traffic World, 
June 14, p. 1503). The Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
then asked the appeals court to reconsider the matter, but that 
was denied. The circuit court, however, stayed its proposed 
mandate to Judge Barnes ordering him to review his decision, 
after the counsel for the R. F. C. asked for time in which to 
decide whether or not to take the matter of costs to the Su- 
preme Court on certiorari. The matter of costs of appealing 
from the order approving the plan now rests at that point. 

At the hearing July 16, James W. Close, counsel for the 
R. F. C., said his corporation would appeal from Judge Barnes’ 
decision in the matter of costs of appealing from fhe order of 
June 27 confirming the plan. The effect of the order, he said, 
would be to circumvent the higher courts’ actions in the other 
matter of costs. The R. F. C. considered the costs matters 
as important because the corporation was a party to many rail- 
road reorganization cases, he said. When Mr. Walter pointed 
out that the proposed action by the R. F. C. might prevent the 
circuit court from hearing the debtor’s appeals at its next gen- 
eral session in October, Mr. Close said it was more important 
to the R. F. C. to obtain a decision on the costs than to get a 
quick decision in the North Western reorganization case. 

In signing the order, Judge Barnes told those present that 
he did so in the light of the circuit court’s decision but that 
he still felt that under bankruptcy law he did not have author- 
ity to do so. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


MC 17481, Ernest E. Moore, common carrier application. 
Same, common carrier application. MC 21231, Same, common carrier 
application. MC 24697, Same, contract carrier application. MC 80532, 
Same, broker application. Denial order entered March 13, further 
modified to become effective October 10 instead of July 10. 

No. 28516, Virginia Coal Operators Association vs. A. C. L. et al. 
Complaint dismissed on complainant’s request. 

No. 28624 (formerly United States Maritime Commission Dkt. No. 
580), Nathan Berlin et al. vs. American-Hawaiian Steamship Co. et al. 
Hearing set at Los Angeles, Calif., May 5, was canceled on agreement 
by defendants to the shortened procedure; that complainants were 
requested to file their memorandum of facts and argument on or be- 
fore April 7, that at complainant’s request the time for filing the 
memorandum was extended to June 2, and complainants were advised 
that if the memorandum was not submitted on or before that date, 
it would be understood that the complaint was not to be prosecuted 
further; and that no advice has been received from complainants, 
complaint dismissed. 

MC F-1556, John Colletti, control, Comet Freight Lines. Petition 
requesting dismissal of application herein on jurisdictional grounds, 
denied. 

Ex Parte MC 23, Midwestern motor carrier rates. Investigation 
vacated and set aside to the extent it brings in issue rates on pe- 
troleum and petroleum products as described in Items 3 to 9 inclusive, 
page 230, and 1 to 5, inclusive, page 231, of the National Motor Freight 
Classification Agent C. F. Jackson’s No. MF I.C.C. No. 9, between 
points in Illinois, points in Indiana taking Chicago, IIl., rates, points 
in Missouri, and points in Kansas. 

MC 5724, N. S. Craig, contract carrier application. Denial order 
— May 12, modified to become effective October 15, instead of 
July 12. 

No. 27648, Ashland Coal & Ice Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al. No. 
27711, StateCorporation Commission of Virginia et al. vs. C. & O. etal. 
Petitions filed by complainants and intervener therein for an order re- 
quiring the defendants to supply certain data for use in these pro- 
ceedings, denied. 

I. & S. 4895, eastbound intercoastal lumber—II (formerly United 
States Maritime Commission Docket No. 600). Petition of respondents 
for reconsideration and cancellation of order herein, denied. 

MC 29781, Hoey Cartage Co., contract carrier application. Denial 
order entered February 26, further modified to become effective July 
21, instead of July 10. 

MC 34383, Pete Lubetich, common carrier application. Denial order 
of July 2, 1940, further modified to become effective August 15, instead 
of July 15. 

Finance 13107, Oregon Electric abandonment. Finance 13108, 
United Railways abandonment. Petition of protestants herein for re- 
hearing or reconsideration and the reply of the City of Portland to 
said petition, denied. 

MC C-273, paint to North Carolina from N. Y., N. J., Pa. and Md. 
Order May 31, set aside and proceeding discontinued. 

No. 28395, Nebraska-Colorado Grain Producers Association vs. C. B. 
& Q. et al. No. 28419, Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., et al. vs. 
C. B. & Q. et al. Proceedings reopened for reconsideration. 

No. 27938, Minneapolis Traffic Association vs. Chicago & North 
Western et al. Petitions of defendants fer reargument, reconsideration, 
and modification of the report and order, denied. 

No. 13535 et al.. Consolidated Southwestern cases. Fourth Section 
Applications 15521, 16416, 17211, 17535, 17545, 18144 and 18220, tobacco 
to Houston, Tex. Petition filed by W. F. Knobeloch, on behalf of 
Southwestern Lines defendants therein for approval under the find- 
ing 27 for modification of findings and orders as to manufactured 
tobacco and cigarettes, Durham, Reidsville, Winston-Salem, North Caro- 
lina, Petersburg, Richmond, Virginia to Houston, Tex., assigned for 
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hearing with Fourth Section Application 15521, and consolidated fourth 
section cases, at such time and place as the Commission may here- 
after direct. 

No. 28467, Western Pennsylvania Coal Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor ét al. No. 28482, Property Owners’ Committee et al. vs. C. & O. 
et al. No. 28521, Northern West Virginia Coal Association vs. A. C. Y. 
et al.; No. 28533, Eastern Bituminous Coal Association vs. Ann Arbor 
et al.; No. 28539, Allied Paper Mills et al. vs. C. & O. et al.; No. 28556, 
Ohio Coal Association vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; No. 28634, Watervliet Paper 
Co. vs. C. & O. et al. Ford Motor Co. permitted to intervene. 

Finance 13202, Oil Fields & Santa Fe et al. abandonment. Effec- 
tive date of certificate issued May 26, further extended to August 1. 

MC 2058, Hipp & Cress, contract carrier application. Denial order 
of May 12, modified to become effective October 15, instead of July 14. 

MC 50544, Sub. No. 2, The Texas & Pacific Motor Transport Co., 
extension of operations—Wills Point-Gladewater, Texas. Petition of 
applicant filed January 22, 1940, for modification of condition, denied. 

MC 9105T, Jesse N. Hall, dba Halls Service Station and Transfer. 
Application dismissed on applicant’s request. 

MC 93884, Harold Watson, common carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further proceedings and referred to Examiner Kobernusz for 
appropriate proceedings therein and for the recommendation of an 
appropriate order therein, accompanied by the reasons therefor. 

MC F-925, East Texas Motor Freight Lines, purchase, R. E. Dick- 
inson, Jr. Petition on behalf of Potashnick Local Truck System, Inc., 
Gordons Transports, Inc., Kimbel Lines, Inc., Highway Express, Inc., 
Plaza Motor Express, Inc., and Viking Freight Co., for reopening, re- 
hearing and intervention in proceeding, 25 M. C. C. 779, denied 

MC 88930, Herman E. Vurst, common carrier application. MC 
88930, Sub. No. 1, Same, extension-off-route points. Authorities here- 
tofore granted amended to the extent of authorizing the described 
service during the season extending from the first day of June to the 
thirty-first day of December, inclusive, in place of the present seasonal 
authorization; and that the reports and orders entered in the pro- 
ceedings herein on July 5, 1938, and December 11, 1939, respectively, 
modified accordingly. 

1. & S. No. 4994, soya beans, Illinois to Champaign, Ill. 
June 23, vacated and set aside and proceeding discontinued. 

MC F-912, Eyres Transfer & Warehouse Co., purchase, Frank S. 
Hogan. Application of Seattle Terminals University Warehouse, Inc., 
to purchase operating rights and property of Frank S. Hogan, dba 
Roosevelt Transfer & Storage Co., dismissed as it is not a transaction 
within the purview of section 5. 

MC F-1533, L. T. Campbell, Inc., lease, Jerry Smith. Petition seek- 
ing dismissal of application on the ground that the aggregate number 
of motor vehicles owned, leased, controlled, or operated by such par- 
ties, for purposes of transportation subject to part II of interstate 
commerce act, section 5, does not exceed twenty, denied. 

MC C-237, Mid-western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., vs. 
(Graham) Ship by Truck Co. MC C-237, Sub. 1, Same, vs. E. A. Her- 
man, F. M. Leblow and W. H. Harford, partners, dba Capitol Truck 
Line et al. MC C-237, Sub. 3, Same, vs. George L. Harper et al. MC 
C-237, Sub. No. 4, Same, vs. Rock Island Motor Transit Co. Wichita 
Chamber of Commerce permitted to intervene. 

MC C-269, Mid-western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., vs. S. & 
C. Transport Co., Inc., et al. Wichita Chamber of Commerce permitted 
to intervene. 

MC C-270, Mid-western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, Inc., vs. Boyd 
Truck Lines et al. Wichita Chamber of Commerce permitted to inter- 
vene. 

MC 63398, Bassett Furniture Trucking Co., Inc., common carrier 
application. Applicant’s motion to postpone effective date of the de- 
nial order herein, overruled. 

MC F-1332, Cincinnati & Lake Erie Transportation Co., consolida- 
tion, Cincinnati & Lake Erie Bus Co., et al.; control, Hamilton City 
Lines, Inc. et al. MC F-1333, Cincinnati & Lake Erie Transportation 
Co., issuance of stock. Parties authorized to pay $23,791 in cash in- 
stead ot the cancellation of an obligation as part of the reorganization 
plan. 

MC 19187, Adam C. Leibenspreger, common carrier application. 
Matter reopened for reconsideration on the present record. Order 
entered March 29, which by its terms denies portion of application 
vacated and set aside. 

MC 19416, C. Hobson Dunn, contract carrier application. Denial 
order entered May 12, modified to become effective October 15, instead 
of July 14. 

MC F-1548, Theodore R. and Robert Klepfer, lease, C. W. Lot- 
shaw. Petition of applicants, requesting dismissal of application here- 
in, granted and application dismissed. 

MC 70830, John F. Noble, contract carrier application. Denial 
order entered May 13, modified to become effective August 13, instead 
of July 14. 


Order of 


PARTIAL LOADING AND UNLOADING 


A rule or rules of uniform application to cover stop-off 
services both in transit and at terminal areas, and at a charge 
that will be reasonable as to commerce and compensatory as 
to carriers should be prescribed by the Commission, says a 
brief of the Detroit Chamber of Commerce, protestant inter- 
vener, on exceptions to the proposed report of Examiner E, T. 
Cosby in I. and S. M-1327, partial loading and unloading in 
central territory, dealing with proposals made by the Central 
a Freight Bureau, Inc. (see Traffic World, June 21, 
p. 1555). 

The examiner recommended that the Commission find justi- 
fied the provisions of a proposed stopping in transit rule pro- 
hibiting its application to a stop-off within the area of a city, 
town or village at which a shipment originated or to which it 
was destined, and also recommended the cancellation of a pro- 
posed rule to provide for stopping of truckload shipments to 
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complete loading at a point of origin and partially to unload 
at a point of destination. 

The brief said the opportunity to combine two or three 
orders from a single origin area or for distribution at a single 
terminal region on one transportation unit had long been an 
established privilege extended by transportation companies, 
and that every docket bulletin of railroads and motor carriers 
alike carried new evidence of wider use of the carload and 
truckload units through more liberal distribution privileges. It 
added that a rule identical with the one at issue was proposed 
to be found applicable for terminal deliveries at Pittsburgh, by 
Examiner Tobias Naftalin, in I. and S. M-952, stopping in 
transit at Pittsburgh (see Traffic World, May 31, p. 1376) and 
that the Commission now was faced with “two diametrical con- 
clusions” from its examiners. The brief asks the Commission 
to reject findings (1) that the language of the present rule does 
not provide terminal stop-offs, (2) that failure to accord such 
stop-off does not amount to unreasonable and unlawful prefer- 
ence and prejudice, and (3) that suspended rule A be found 
justified. 

In a brief appealing to the Commission for an order re- 
quiring establishing of a rule “so that, throughout the central 
territory, motor carriers shall provide shippers with the neces- 
sary terminal stop-off services at a fair and reasonable charge,” 
the Kalamazoo, Mich., Chamber of Commerce, on behalf of 
Kalamazoo merchants, manufacturers and dealers, expressed 
the opinion that the examiner erred in recommending that pro- 
posed rule A be found justified, that proposed rule B be can- 
celled and that the proceeding be discontinued. The brief said 
the hearing in this case proved there was a definite need and 
demand by Kalamazoo shippers for stop-offs within the cor- 
porate limits of cities and villages and that many of the car- 
riers were willing to perform terminal stop-offs; and, moreover, 
that many carriers had been and expected to continue stopping 
within the city limits partially to load or unload interterri- 
torial shipments, “thereby establishing the fact that the viola- 
tion of section 216 (d) of the act does exist.” 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 

The St. Louis-San Francisco; Wilkes-Barre Connecting 
Railroad Co.; Pennsylvania; Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha; Southern Pacific; and Lake Superior Terminal & Trans- 
fer have filed applications with the Commission for approval 
of proposed modifications of signal systems or devices under 
section 25(b) of the interstate commerce act. Any interested 
party desiring hearing should advise the Commission and appli- 
cant in writing within 20 days from July 15. 

The New York Central and Indiana Harbor Belt have filed 
applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modifications of rules, standards and instructions prescribed 
by order of April 13, 1939, under section 25(c) of the inter- 
state commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission and applicant in writing within 
20 days from July 15. 

The Reading Co. has filed application with the Commis- 
sion for approval of proposed modifications of Rules, Standards 
and Instructions prescribed by order of April 13,1939, under 
section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. Any interested 
party desiring hearing should advise the Commission and ap- 
plicant in writing within 20 days from July 11. 

The New York Central and Chicago & North Western 
have filed applications with the Commission for approval of 
proposed modifications of Rules, Standards and Instructions 
prescribed by order of April 13, 1939, under section 25 (c) of 
the interstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring 
hearing should advise the Commission and applicant in writ- 
ing within 20 days from July 12. 

Chicago & North Western; Delaware & Hudson Railroad 
Corporation; Southern Pacific; and Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy have filed applications with the Commission for ap- 
proval of proposed modifications of signal systems or devices 
under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commis- 
sion and applicant in writing within 20 days from July 12. 

The New York, New Haven & Hartford; Chicago, North 
Shore & Milwaukee; Northern Pacific; and Atlanta, Birming- 
ham & Coast have filed applications with the Commission for 
approval of proposed modifications of signal systems or devices 
under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. Any inter- 
ested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission and 
applicant in writing within 20 days from July 17. 


STAYBOLTS IN BOILERS 

The Commission, by Commissioner Patterson, to whom the 
matter was referred for disposition, has amended Rule 23 (b) 
of its code for the inspection and testing of locomotive boilers 
and their appurtenances, pertaining to the use of staybolts pro 
vided with a telltale hole, in accordance with a request of the 
Delaware & Hudson. The amended rule is to be effective 
Aug. 1. 
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Milwaukee Reorganization 


Attorneys for the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad have filed their opening brief in the federal 
circuit court of appeals for the seventh circuit at Chicago in 
their appeal from the order of Michael L. Igoe, federal dis- 
trict judge, approving the Commission’s reorganization plan. 
Judge Igoe approved the plan November 13, 1940, more than 
five years after the company had filed as a bankrupt (see Traffic 
World, Oct. 26, 1940, p. 1023, and Nov. 16, 1940, p. 1210). The 
case has been set for hearing next October. 

The brief said four basic issues were involved. First, it 
said, Judge Igoe had taken the position that he could not set 
aside certain orders of the Commission, such as the Commis- 
sion’s decision that the plan for reorganization should not be 
based on the replacement value of the company’s property. 
The debtor’s brief said the court erred in that matter. Second, 
the brief said the plan was unjust because it was not based 
on a valuation study. Third, the plan provided for disaffirma- 
tion of certain profitable leases “solely to coerce” the lessors 
to accept modified interest terms, the brief said, taking the posi- 
tion that in that consideration the plan was invalid. Finally, 
the brief said, the plan did not conform to section 77 of the 
federal bankruptcy law in several respects. 

Calling attention of the court to the completed reorgan- 
izations of the Chicago Great Western, Chicago and Eastern 
Illinois and Erie Railroad, the brief said the debtor’s attor- 
neys thought those plans were proper “because the plans were 
moderate and in no sense confiscatory and little could be 
gained by further litigation” on the part of minor interests. 
In the Milwaukee case, however, “an entirely different situa- 
tion” existed, as the terms of the plan were not moderate and 
large interests objected to the plan, said the brief. It stated 
that, among other things, the plan provided for distribution 
of new common stock, at a par value of $100, to present bond- 
holders, whereas it ought to provide for no-par stock so that 
holders of present shares could hold on to an equity in the 
railroad, which equity might some day increase to sizeable 
value. That the company would pay its obligations in the 
future was certain, the brief said, making the point that the 
plan was based on the Commission’s assumption that the 
company would earn approximately only $14,600,000 annually 
whereas, in the view of the debtor’s representatives, the rail- 
road would earn at least $30,000,000 as early as in 1941. 

As to the subject of valuation, the brief said the property 
was worth more than $700,000,000, and that if all the debt— 
which it said totaled some $558,750,000—were paid, the stock- 
holders would be found to have an equity of approximately 
$150,000,000. Should the circuit court find that the date of 
filing the bankruptcy petition was the proper date for the 
effectiveness of the plan to begin, rather than January 1, 
1939, as provided for in the approved plan, the accumulated 
dividend payments on the bonded indebtedness would be so low 
that the company could soon pay it off, the brief said. 

The brief also relies on rights claimed under the fifth 
amendment of the federal Constitution. It said: 

“The situation of the appellant-debtor is unique. There is 
no question as to the minimum investment protected by the 
fifth amendment, no question as to physical valuation under 
section 19a of the interstate commerce act, no question that 
the appellant-debtor is splendidly equipped to transport effi- 
ciently and economically all traffic reasonably to be antici- 
pated, no question that traffic in large volume is moving 
between its eastern and western termini, and no question that 
it is successfully competing for such traffic and is definitely 
on the up-grade. The Interstate Commerce Commission has 
ignored every one of these factors and has sought to extin- 
guish the equity in the appellant-debtor’s property solely on 
the basis of low earnings in a period of world-wide depression 
which was unprecedented in history.” 

The briefs for parties opposed to the appeal, it is expected, 
will be filed in September. 


COMMISSION ROUTINE FLOPS 


Inquiry by the railroad brotherhoods interested in seeing 
that provision be made for railroad employes adversely affected 
In their jobs by abandonment, etc., has developed the fact 
that in Finance No. 13336, application of the Gulf, Mobile & 
Ohio for authority to abandon 2.93 miles of main track as an 
incident of the rearrangement of terminals at Meridian, Miss., 
the usually smooth operation of the Commission broke down. 
The failure consisted of the fact that that application was not 
made available to the public. The public is advised of such 
things by the Commission’s placing copies of applications and 
complaints on tables in the public reference and press rooms. 

As a result of that failure the railroad brotherhoods did 
not intervene for the protection of the interests of their mem- 
bers. A hearing was had on the application July 12. The fact 
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that there was to be such a hearing was shown by an item 
in “Docket of the Commission” (see Traffic World, July 5, 
p. 48). The rail unions learned of the pendency of some sort 
of a proceeding by reason of a “return to questionnaire,” not 
in time, however, to intervene. 

A few years ago the routine failed with respect to an ap- 
plication for a loan of several millions by one of the eastern 
trunk lines, from the Reconstruction Finance Corporation. The 
general public learned of the filing of the application by its 
appearance on the public tables at the time the Commission 
made public its approval of the application. The original docu- 
ment, however, had been misplaced among other papers and 
was not discovered until the Commission, which had worked 
from a duplicate, was ready to make its report. Failures, how- 
ever, have been rare. In this case the applicant asks for not 
eee to abandon but also leave to construct a short 
track. 


Salt to Colorads 


Examiner Trezise held a hearing at Chicago, July 15 and 16, 
in I. and S. 4937, salt, Kansas, Utah to Colorado, Wyoming, 
Kansas, Missouri, and New Mexico. The matter involved rail- 
road carload rates, suspended April 27, proposing to reduce 
rates on bulk and package salt from Kansas and Utah mines 
to destinations at so-called Colorado common points and points 
intermediate thereto. H. C. Barron, general attorney, Santa 
Fe, presented witnesses who testified that motor common and 
contract truckers had made great inroads on rail movements 
of salt from Kansas mines to the destination territory men- 
tioned and that the railroads would continue to lose the traffic 
unless the proposed rates were allowed to become effective. 
The suspended tariffs, the witnesses said, would establish rates 
approximately equal to present truck rates and would give 
the railroads increased revenues by causing the salt producers 
in Kansas to return some of their shipments to the rail carriers. 
The proposed reduced railroad rates from Utah had been 
sought, they added, to maintain present Kansas-Utah parities. 
The witnesses testified that present rates on package salt from 
Utah and Kansas to Denver were 39 cents and 35 cents, re- 
spectively, minimum 45,000 pounds, and that the proposed 
rates would, if established, be 29 cents, minimum 30,000 pounds, 
from Utah, and 25 cents, minimum 30,000 pounds, from Kan- 
sas. The proposal was supported by representatives of the 
Morton Salt Company, operating mines in both Utah and Kan- 
sas, and the Royal Crystal Salt Company, Saltair, Utah. 

Opposition to the proposal at the hearing came from the 
American Salt Company, Lyons, Kan., and the Carey Salt Com- 
pany, Hutchinson, Kan. Luther M. Walter, attorney for those 
two Kansas companies, introduced witnesses who testified that 
the proposed rates would result in a loss in net revenue to 
the railroads and that the proposed rates, although approxi- 
mately the same as present truck rates, would not bring the 
lost traffic back to the railroads because the trucks provided 
store-door and split delivery. Opponent to the proposed rail- 
road rates also presented testimony attempting to show that, 
whether or not reduced rail rates should be allowed to go in 
effect from Kansas points, such reduced rates should not apply 
to movements from Utah because there was no truck competi- 
tion from Utah to the Colorado common points. They also said 
production costs at Utah mines were lower than Kansas costs 
and that that factor should be considered by the Commission. 
The Kansas companies admitted that in the last two years 
common and contract truckers had taken away a large per- 
centage of the traffic from the railroads. 


Oleomargarine Investigation 


Hearing in the Commission’s investigation, in Nos. 28600 
and MC C-230, of rates and charges on oleomargarine from 
Chicago and Indianapolis to Kansas and Missouri points was 
held by Examiner R. N. Trezise at Chicago July 11 and 14. 
The investigation extended to railroad carload rates, although 
rates and charges of motor common and contract rates were 
the principal subject of the hearing. Of approximately 8,500,000 
pounds of oleomargarine moving annually from Chicago and 
Indianapolis to the two states mentioned, the railroads haul 
only 3 per cent, the common carrier truckers approximately 
85 per cent, and motor contract carriers 12 per cent, according 
to the testimony. Besides the competition among the various 
transportation agencies, the matter also involves competition 
between Chicago manufacturers and Indianapolis manufactur- 
ers. The Commission has indicated it will fix minimum truck- 
load rates applicable on both contract and common motor car- 
rier movements. 

At the outset of the combined hearing, railroad representa- 
tives said their lines published the same rates on oleomargarine 
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as on butter and table fats. Oleomargarine was a table fat 
rather than a cooking material and should not take a rate 
lower than table fats, they said. The witnesses testified that 
railroad rates on the commodity from Chicago to Kansas City, 
for example, had been forced down by trucker competition 
from 77 cents in 1931 to 43 cents at the present time. Even so, 
they said, the truckers had gradually taken away all but a 
minor portion of the traffic. They urged that the truckers be 
compelled to charge new higher rates on oleomargarine, so as 
to bring such rates up to somewhat higher rates charged by 
truckers on butter. The witnesses did not suggest particular 
rates which the Commission could fix as minima for the truck- 
ers. They took the position, apparently, that if a minimum 
rate order were issued, they would content themselves with 
making adjustments of their own rates to those of the truckers. 


Common carrier truckers and shippers testified generally 
in support of a new basis for truck rates as proposed at the 
hearing by W. H. Fitzpatrick, vice-president and general coun- 
sel, Central Western Motor Bureau, Kansas City. Mr. Fitz- 
patrick’s proposal, if adopted by the Commission in its order, 
would have the effect, mainly, of narrowing the differences 
between rates from Chicago and from Indianapolis. As indi- 
cated by Mr. Fitzpatrick, Chicago shippers enjoyed an advan- 
tage in rates over Indianapolis shippers. He showed, for ex- 
ample, that common carrier truckload rates from Chicago to 
Kansas City were 50 cents, minimum 15,000 pounds, and 82 
cents, minimum 12,000 pounds, compared with Indianapolis-to- 
Kansas City rates of 69 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, and 78 
cents, minimum 12,000 pounds. He proposed that rates from 
both Chicago and Indianapolis to all Kansas and Missouri key 
cities be based on column 40 for 20,000-pound truckloads. That 
would establish a rate from Chicago to Kansas City of 57 cents 
and from Indianapolis to Kansas City of 60 cents, he testified. 
The witness also advocated putting all less truckload rates on 
a column 60 basis, in order to reduce the disparity between 
Chicago and Indianapoils rates. 


Mr. Fitzpatrick’s proposal was the only specific one offered 
at the hearing and it seemed acceptable to the shippers and 
common motor carrier representatives present. R. G. Spears, 
sales manager, Standard Margarine Company, Indianapolis, 
testified that Chicago shippers enjoyed a marked advantage in 
rates over his company on the traffic in question. The differ- 
ence of a cent or two in transportation rates on a product as 
cheap as oleomargarine meant a great difference to the ship- 
per, he said. Representatives of motor common carriers testi- 
fied that the traffic was very attractive to them and that the 
Commission should not prescribe minimum rates much, if at all, 
in excess of present rates, either on truckload or less truckload 
traffic. Contract trucker witnesses, some of whose companies 
were understood to charge rates only 75 per cent of common 
carrier rates, said their companies found the traffic remunera- 
tive at their present rates and that the Commission should 
not prescribe identical minimum rates for contract and com- 
mon carriers. 


Examiner Trezise said he would give the respondents until 
September 10 to file briefs. 


Motor Act Prosecutions 


(Digests of statements issued by the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion concerning prosecutions, in federal courts, for violations of 
motor carrier provisions of the interstate commerce act or of Com- 
mission rules and regulations thereunder, appear below.) 


Southern Georgia district. Thomas G. Bowen, of Rhine, 
Ga., was fined $250 on his pleas of guilty to two separate in- 
formations, one charging him with transporting ten shipments 
of property in interstate commerce without having in force a 
certificate from the Commission, the other charging him with 
transporting property as a common carrier without having 
filed with the Commission, and published, the rates and charges 
for such transportation, or having on file evidence of public 
liability, property damage and cargo insurance, with failure to 
issue freight or expense bills, and failure to require drivers to 
keep daily logs. 

Southern Iowa district, central division. Brady Transfer & 
Storage Co. and John J. Brady, its president and treasurer, of 
Fort Dodge, Ia., were fined $300 and costs on their pleas of 
guilty to violations of part II of the interstate commerce act. 
The corporation was charged with having granted rate con- 
cessions in respect to transportation performed by it in inter- 
state commerce as a common carrier by motor vehicle, and the 
other defendant was charged with aiding and abetting therein. 

Southern Ohio District, eastern division. Henry J. Mark, 
of Steubenville, O., fined $750 on a plea of guilty to an informa- 
tion charging the granting of rate concessions with respect to 
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the transportation of pulpboard and clay products in interstate 
commerce. 

Western Pennsylvania district. George J. Bartch, of Kane, 
Pa., fined $500 on a plea of guilty to an information charging 
operation without a permit and without rates on file with the 
Commission in connection with the transportation of rolled wire 
glass in interstate commerce. The fine was imposed on five 
counts of a fifteen-cout information, the remaining counts being 
suspended for a probationary period of two years. 

Northern New York district. Coveney & Evans, Inc., Rock 
Firjone, Nicholas A. Santino, John Kivlin, and William Rogato 
and Leonard Mancini, dba Rogato & Mancini, entered separate 
pleas of guilty to informations charging them with engaging 
in transportation of property in interstate commerce without 
having obtained authority therefor from the Commission, with- 
out having filed with the Commission, and published, applicable 
rates and charges for such transportation, and without having 
on file with the Commission evidence of security for the pro- 
tection of the public and shippers, with the exception of Rogato 
& Mancini, who were not charged with the latter violation. 
Ruffalo’s Trucking Service, Inc., also entered separate pleas of 
guilty to each of five informations charging it with aiding and 
abetting the other carriers in these violations. The court im- 
posed fines totaling $10,950. Ruffalo’s Trucking Service, Inc., 
was fined $5,000 and each of the other carriers was fined 
$1,000, with the exception of Santino, who was fined $950, 
and Rogato & Mancini, fined $2,000. 

Wyoming district. A permanent injunction was granted in 
favor of the Commission against Roy Shannon, dba Denver- 
Cheyenne Truck Line, of Cheyenne, Wyo., enjoining and requir- 
ing him to collect and remit to consignors within 15 days from 
the date of collection thereof all sums of money collected by 
him on the delivery of property when so required by the con- 
signor in accordance with his tariffs, and otherwise to comply 
with all rules and regulations contained in his tariff governing 
the service of collecting from consignees on delivery or property. 

Eastern South Carolina district, at Columbia. Philip A. 
Kelly, Jr., and Benjamin D. Kelly, dba Kelly Transfer Co., of 
Sumter, S. C., fined $1,000 each, of which $350 was required to 
be paid by each while the balances were suspended for 
probationary periods of one year, on pleas of guilty to informa- 
tions charging the transportation for compensation of used 
furniture from Brooklyn, N. Y., to Leesville and Walterboro, 
S. C., beyond the scope of their authority. 

Middle Alabama district, at Montgomery. Capital Chemical 
Drug Co., Inc., of Selma, Ala., fined $500 and placed on pro- 
bation for 3 years, on a plea of guilty to an information 
charging it with accepting and receiving rate concessions from 
Acme Freight Lines, Inc., a motor carrier, of Jacksonville, 
Fla., in connection with the transportation of property in inter- 
state commerce. An information was filed and is pending in 
the court against Acme charging it with giving concessions. 


HINTON SPLIT DELIVERY CHARGES 


Representatives of motor common carriers and the rail- 
roads, at a hearing before Examiner F. D. Binkly at Chicago, 
July 11, in I. and S. M-1675, split delivery charge, Hinton Mo- 
tor Service, Inc., voiced objection to a proposal of the Hinton 
Motor Service of Quincy, IIl., to establish a split delivery charge 
on truckload movements of paper rolls. The suspended sched- 
ules, contained in the Hinton company’s MF I. C. C. No. 14, 
would provide for charges of three cents a hundred pounds for 
a maximum of four deliveries on 18,000-pound truckloads of 
paper rolls moving from the Quincy plant of the Central Fibre 
Products Company to Denver, Colo., and points in Illinois, Iowa, 
Missouri, Indiana, Ohio, and Kansas. The Hinton company, a 
contract carrier, publishes a commodity rate on paper rolls 
moving from Quincy to Toledo, O., for example, of $39.60, mini- 
mum 18,000 pounds. If the split delivery charge were to go in 
effect, the charge for splitting the delivery four ways at the 
destination point would amount to $5.40, bringing the total 
charges for the shipment to $45. James P. Friel, counsel for 
the paper manufacturer, testified in support of the tariff rule, 
saying the Hinton company competed at points in the states 
named with other contract carriers publishing similar tariffs. 

Frank C. Hefferren, counsel, Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau, sought to show that motor common carriers charged 
$115.20 for making four similar deliveries to Toledo and charged 
comparable rates to all the points named in the Hinton sched- 
ule. The Hinton company, he said, would be able to make less 
truckload shipments if the suspension were lifted and common 
carriers would not be able to compete with the contract carrier 
for shipments to consignees of 4,500 pounds. F. C. Culkin, 
manager, motor carrier bureau, Central Freight Association, 
took the position that truckers should not be allowed to publish 
split delivery rules. The railroads, he said, did not publish such 
rules, the effect of which rules, he added, was to nullify the 
difference between truckload and less truckload rates. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1941, by West Publishing Company.) 





LOSS OF OR INJURY TO GOODS 


(Supreme Court of Nebraska.) Under the Carmack 
Amendment to the Interstate Commerce Act, an action for 
damages for breach of the terms of a bill of lading may prop- 
erly be brought against the initial carrier. Interstate Com- 
merce Act, Sec. 20(11), 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 20(11). 

An unprecedented flood which submerged railroad yards 
of carrier and which was clearly and wholly attributable to 
causes beyond the control of human agencies, was an “act of 
God” within the provision of a bill of lading excluding liability 
on the part of the carrier for damage caused by an act of God, 
which is such an unusual and extraordinary manifestation of 
the force of nature, that it could not under normal conditions 
have been reasonably anticipated or expected. 

When damage to goods in the course of transit is shown 
to have resulted from an immediate act of God, such as an 
extraordinary and unprecedented flood, the carrier is exempt 
from liability if liability is excluded in the bill of lading, and 
if the carrier is not shown to have been guilty of some negli- 
gence in not providing for the safety of the goods. 

The test in determining a railroad’s liability for goods lost 
or destroyed as the result of a flood which amounted to an act 
of God, on the theory that railroad was negligent in not pro- 
viding for the safety of the goods, was whether the railroad’s 
agent and employes failed to exercise the care and diligence 
of reasonable persons similarly situated in anticipating the 
danger, and in taking adequate measures to prevent the dam- 
age to the goods, and whether such failure was the proximate 
cause of the damage. 

In action by shipper against railroad which was initial 
carrier of shipper’s goods, to recover for the loss of the goods 
during a flood, which amounted to an act of God, while the 
goods were in the railroad yard of a connecting carrier, on 
ground that connecting carrier was guilty of negligence in not 
providing for the safety of the goods, evidence concerning con- 
necting carrier’s alleged negligence was insufficient to go to 
the jury. Interstate Commerce Act, Sec. 20(11), 49 U. S. C. 
A. Sec. 20(11). (Fairmont Creamery Co. vs. Thompson, 298 
N. W. Rep. 551.) 





(Kansas City Court of Appeals, Missouri.) One transport- 
ing goods from place to place for hire for anyone who sees fit 
to employ him, whether usually or occasionally, whether as a 
principal or an incidental occupation, is a “common carrier” 
and it is not essential that he should own the means of trans- 
portation or that the means of conveyance should move be- 
tween fixed termini or on fixed routes. 

Jury could believe testimony of one witness and disbelieve 
that of another. 

_ Where there was evidence that warehouseman, whose facili- 

ties were open to public for carriage of goods to points outside 
of city in its vans, accepted household goods for shipment on 
its Own vans and thereafter selected a motor carrier to haul 
goods to destination in another city and warehouseman billed 
owner for packing, drayage, and freight to destination, ware- 
houseman was a “common carrier” and liable for loss of goods, 
notwithstanding that the loss occurred while goods were in 
hands of carrier selected by warehouseman and that warehouse- 
ad did not send its vans on regular schedules to outlying 
points. 

Where warehouseman’s facilities were open to the public 
for carriage of goods from home city to nearby city in vans 
which did not run on regular schedules or make regular trips 
and there was evidence that warehouseman accepted household 
goods for through shipment to another city and goods were 
carried to its warehouse from which goods were taken by mo- 
tor carrier selected by the warehouseman to haul goods to 
destination and goods were lost while in hands of motor carrier, 
warehouseman could not escape liability for loss of goods on 
ground that, even if it was a common carrier, goods were lost 
while in hands of connecting carrier without negligence on the 
part of warehouseman. 

There need be no evidence of an express stipulation that 
defendant was to carry goods to a certain point in order to 
make it a common carrier, but such fact may be implied or 
inferred from the evidence. 
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Fact that a carrier receives goods and gives a through rate 
is not conclusive on the question whether a contract for car- 
riage is for a through shipment. 

In action against warehouse company for value of goods 
lost in transit, exclusion of a memorandum made by ware- 
houseman’s employe at time he gave rates and charges to 
shipper was proper where it was not shown to have been made 
in the presence of shipper and was not made in the usual or 
regular course of defendant’s business. (Walton vs. A. B. C 
Fireproof Warehouse Co., 151 S. W. Rep. 2d 494.) 





* ee 
Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1941, by West Publishing Company.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 

(District Court, S. D. New York.) The provision of Motor 
Carrier Act of 1935 authorizing Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to apply to federal District Court of any district where 
motor carrier operates for a writ of injunction enforcirfg obedi- 
ence to act affords full authority for Commission to institute 
suit and for federal District Court to exercise jurisdiction. 
Motor Carrier Act of 1935, Sec. 201 et seq., and Sec. 222(b), 
49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 301 et seq., and Sec. 322(b). 

Evidence that motor carrier transported passengers on 
public highways between designated points on Sundays and 
legal holidays without a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity issued by Interstate Commerce Commission authoriz- 
ing such transportation, and that carrier had not filed with 
Commission any tariff showing any rate or fare on which such 
passengers were transported, established violations of Motor 
Carrier Act of 1935, which would be enjoined upon application 
of Commission. Motor Carrier Act of 1935, Sec. 201 et seq., 
and Secs. 206(a), 217(a, d), 222(b), 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 301 et 
seq., and Secs. 306(a), 317(a, d), 322(b). (Interstate Com- 
merce Commission vs. Fordham Bus Corporation, 38 Fed. Supp. 
739.) 





(District Court, N. D. Illinois, E. D.) Motor carriers did 
not violate provisions of Federal Motor Carrier Act by procur- 
ing insurance policies protecting them, in excess of minimum 
limits required by the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
against their legal liability on shipments handled by them for 
a certain shipper, and the shipper did not violate any of the 
provisions of such act because of the fact that the policies were 
carried by the carriers with the knowledge of the shipper. 
Federal Motor Carrier Act 1935, Secs. 201 et seq., 215, 216(d), 
217(b), 222(c), 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 301 et seq., 315, 316(d), 
317(b), 322(c). 

The Federal Motor Carrier Act does not prevent motor 
carriers from protecting themselves against their legal liability 
to shippers for loss or damage to cargoes transported in excess 
of minimum limits of insurance coverage required by Interstate 
Commerce Commission by carrying separate policies of insur- 
ance. Federal Motor Carrier Act 1935, Sec. 201 et seq., 49 
U. S. C. A. Sec. 301 et seq. 

Motor carriers are not required to specify in tariff, under 
which shipments were handled by them for a certain shipper, 
the insurance carried by them to protect themselves against 
legal liability to such shipper for loss or damage to cargoes 
transported for that shipper. Federal Motor Carrier Act 1935, 
Sec. 201 et seq., 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. 301 et seq. 

To show that undue or unreasonable preference or advan- 
tage had been given to shipper or that any particular person 
had been subjected to any unjust prejudice or disadvantage by 
reason of motor carriers’ treatment of such shipper, Interstate 
Commerce Commission was required to show not only that 
a preference, advantage or discrimination had been given to 
that shipper, but also that the shipper was in the same class 
with other shippers who had not received the alleged prefer- 
ence, advantage or discrimination. Federal. Motor Carrier Act 
1935, Sec. 201 et seq., 49 U. S. C. A. Sec. et seq. (Inter- 
state Commerce Commission vs. Kraft Cheese Co., 38 Fed. 
Supp. 764.) 


GREGG CARTAGE CASE APPEALED 
The question whether involuntary bankruptcy of a carrier 
by motor vehicle in the period following the expiration of the 
grandfather period but before the Commission has disposed of 
the grandfather application, constitutes a discontinuance of 
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operation over which the applicant had control has been brought 
to the Supreme Court of the United States for decision. The 
question is raised in an appeal in No. 20369, Gregg Cartage & 
Storage Co., Hugh Wells, trustee in bankruptcy vs. United 
States and Interstate Commerce Commission, Northeastern 
Transportation Co. intervener, from the three judge federal court 
in the northern district eastern division of Ohio. 

It is the view of the Commission, expressed in the decision 
on the Gregg application for a recognition of its grandfather 
rights, that involuntary bankruptcy was something over which 
the applicant had control and that a cessation of operation by 
reason of it, was a breaking of the continuity of operation re- 
quired by the motor carrier act as a condition precedent to 
grant of a certificate. 

In this case the lower court upheld a decision of the Com- 
mission denying the Gregg grandfather rights application. The 
appealing interests contend in their assignment of errors filed 
in the Supreme Court that the lower court erred in upholding 
the Commission which has decided that approximately 175 
claims for personal injury and property damage in 1938 are 
evidence of poor business management and were within the 
control of the Gregg company. 

The Gregg company told the Supreme Court that the ques- 
tions presented were of great importance to many motor car- 
riers claiming grandfather rights to certificates and to the 
Commission before which a large number of applications for 
certificates of that sort were pending. It said the district 
court’s decision in this case was the first by any court on the 
questions involved in this appeal. The district court, so the 
Gregg company told the highest tribunal, found no reason to 
enjoin the Commission’s denial of a certificate. 


Elkins Act Prosecutions 


Charged with having unlawfully and knowingly solicited 
and received concessions from the Texas & Pacific Railway Co., 
the West Texas Cotton Oil Co. of Abilene, Tex., has pleaded 
guilty and has been fined $2,000 in federal court at Houston, 
Tex., according to information received by the Commission. In 
the same court, the Commission was advised, the Texas & 
Pacific pleaded guilty to charges of having unlawfully and 
knowingly granted concessions to the West Texas Cotton Oil 
Co., in violation of section 1 of the Elkins act, and was fined a 
total of $3,000. 

The Commission learned that these cases arose through 
the failure of the carrier and shipper to observe and apply the 
provisions of Rule 34 of the Consolidated Freight Classification 
in respect of empty 50-foot cars furnished by the carrier to 
the shipper for the loading of carload shipments of cotton 
linters; that the carrier failed to assess and collect, and the 
shipper failed to pay, freight charges based on the carload 
minimum weights and rates applicable to such 50-foot cars, as 
was required under Rule 34 when cars of that length were 
desired by the shipper and were furnished for. the shipper’s 
and not the carrier’s convenience; and that, instead, the carrier 
assessed and collected freight charges based on the carload 
minimum weight applicable to cars 40 feet long, which -were 
asserted to have been ordered by the shipper through notations 
on shipping orders and bills of lading by it. Actually, the in- 
formation charged, the shipper ordered 50-foot cars, which were 
furnished and loaded. 


A federal grand jury ag, Chicago, July 16, returned nine 
indictments before Judge William H. Holly charging three rail- 
roads and individuals representing three other railroads and 
three fruit and produce companies with conspiring to. partici- 
pate in rate concessions in violation of the Elkins act. The 
defendant railroads and their officers were alleged to have ex- 
tended credit to the defendant shippers by postponing the col- 
lection of freight charges, totaling $38,853 until the shippers 
had sold their produce. The produce should have been left with 
the railroads as collateral for credit, but was shipped out of 
Chicago, the indictment said. 

Those named in the indictments were the Illinois Central, 
and William Haywood, freight traffic manager, solicitation, for 
that railroad; the Alton Railroad; Guy A. Thompson, trustee, 
Missouri Pacific; the Pacific Fruit Express Company, as agent 
for the Southern Pacific Company; the Chicago, Burlington and 
Quincy; Norman B. Pitcairn and Frank C. Nicodemus, ‘Jr., re- 
ceivers, and Sidney King, freight traffic manager, and R. A. 
Walton, assistant freight traffic manager, Wabash Railway; 
Gerstein and Company and Louis A. Gerstein, its president; 
William Chesky, doing. business as the Pioneer Fruit and Com- 
mission Company, and Samuel Visse, operating as the Visse 
Distributing Company. 

The indictments charged the Illinois Central with granting 
the illegal credits to the amount of $9,552; the Wabash, $9,613: 
the Southern Pacific, $3,504; the Chicago, Burlington and 
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Quincy, $6,253; the C. & Alton, $4,135, and the Missouri Pa- 
cific, $5,796. 

Bonds for the individuals were set as follows: Louis A. 
Gerstein, $5,000; Samuel Visse, $2,500; William Chesky, $1,000, 
and each of the named railroad employes, $1,000 each. It was 
expected the defendants would not be brought to trial until 
September or October. 

The Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific, by its trustees, 
and Armour & Co., of Chicago, have been fined $3,000 each on 
pleas of guilty in the federal court at Wausau, Wis., to infor- 
mations charging the granting and receiving, respectively, of 
concessions, in violation of section 1 of the Elkins act, growing 
out of the transportation of hogs from Prairie du Chien, Wis,, 
to Chicago, in single-deck cars at the charges applicable on 
double-deck cars, the Commission has been advised. The live 
stock contracts for those shipments represented, a statement 
by the Commission said, that double-deck cars had been or- 
dered by the shipper and that single-deck cars had been fur- 
nished for carrier’s convenience, when the evidence showed 
that the shipper had no facilities for loading double-deck cars, 


RATES ON NEW AUTOMOBILES 


The Commission refused to suspend reduced rates on new 
automobiles set forth in Agent Peel’s I. C. C. No. 3341, applying 
from Kansas City and St. Louis to destinations in southwestern 
territory, and they become effective July 13 (see Traffic World, 
July 12). Protest was made by the National Automobile Trans- 
porters Association, Inc. : 

In I. and S. No. 5016, automobiles, Kansas City and St. 
Louis to southwest, however, the Commission, on its own mo- 
tion, has suspended from July 14 until February 14, the opera- 
tion of certain schedules as published in Supplement 10 to Peel's 
I. C. C. 3341, proposing to establish additional routes in connec- 
tion with rates on automobiles, chassis and trailers, in carloads, 
from Kansas City and St. Louis to points in southwestern terri- 
tory, without observing the provisions of section 4 of the inter- 
state commerce act. 


METAL FOOTBOARD EXPERIMENT 


No one having registered any objection to a request for 
making an experiment with metal footboards for locomotives, 
Commissioner Patterson, in No. 21997, modification of the Com- 
mission’s order of March 13, 1911, has authorized the Erie to 
install metal footboards on a switching locomotive at Buffalo, 
N. Y., and use it so equipped until July 1; 1943. The foot- 
boards are to be made of copper bearing steel in accordance 
with specifications set forth in the application and repeated in 
the permissive order. 


WORK CLOTHING FROM KANSAS CITY 


T. J. Stewart, assistant general freight agent, Transamer- 
ican Freight Lines, Chicago, at the opening of a hearing before 
Examiner Binkly at Chicago, July 11, in I. and S. M-1672, work 
clothing, Kansas City to Philadelphia and Trenton, N. J., said 
he intended to withdraw tariff schedules of his company sus- 
pended in the proceedings. The schedules, published in Supple- 
ments 2 and 3 of Transamerican’s MF I. C. C. No. A23, pro- 
posed new commodity rates of $1.68 and $1.71 on work clothing 
from Kansas City, Mo., to Philadelphia and Trenton, respec- 
tively, in lieu of present higher class rates. Mr. Stewart gave 
no reason for his action. J. E. Haydon, for the Eastern-Central 
Motor Carriers Association, Akron, O., entered his appearance 
as objecting to the lifting of the suspension. 


CIGARETTE RATE CUTS 


Over objection of motor carriers parties to National Freight 
Classification No. 5, I. C. C. No. 9, MF I. C. C. No. 9, the 
Commission refused to suspend tariffs of Dulaney, Fyfe and 
Jackson proposing to reduce less-carload and _less-truckload 
ratings on cigarettes and manufactured tobacco from first to 
second class between points in Southern Freight Association 
territory, and they became effective July 15 (see Traffic 
World, July 12, p. 103). 


CAR WHEEL EXPORT RATE 

Whether second-hand steel wheels, salvaged from dis- 
mantled railroad cars and sold for export, should take the 
same rate as exported new wheels or should take a higher 
domestic rate applicable on old wheels was the subject of 4 
hearing held by Examiner Trezise at Chicago July 17. The case 
was No. 28650, Hyman-Michaels Company, Chicago, vs. Pitts- 
burgh and West Virginia and Pennsylvania railroads, in which 
the plaintiff charged the defendants with having levied unduly 
high rates on a shipment of four carloads of old wheels shipped 
in May, 1939, from Rook, Pa., to Brooklyn, N. Y. The plaintl 
company, which buys worn-out railroad equipment, alleged that 
the defendants assessed charges of $819.72 on the four cal- 
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loads; that the proper charge should have been $523.71, and 
that the plaintiff should not be required by the Commission to 
ay the difference. H. L. Burkhart, traffic manager for the 
plaintiff, said the railroad defendants published a tariff of 23 
cents on carload shipments of new wheels destined for foreign 
markets, compared with a higher rate on new wheels going to 
domestic points, and did not publish a tariff granting similar 
rate reductions on old wheels destined for export. On the ship- 
ment in question, the witness said, the railroads had charged 
a 36-cent carload domestic rate applicable on both old and new 
wheels. The defendants had therefore assessed a higher charge 
on the shipment of old wheels than it would have charged on a 
similar shipment of new and more valuable wheels, Mr. Burk- 
hart said, adding that a 23-cent rate on old wheels would re- 
sult in reasonably sufficient revenues to the carriers. 

Attorneys for the two defendants appeared in opposition 
to the proposal. They sought to show that the Hyman-Michaels 
Company had not asked for a rate on old car wheels for ex- 
port. They presented testimony to try to show that lower 
rates were published only on commodities meeting competition 
in foreign countries and that there was no competition of that 
kind on old car wheels. 


D. & R. G. W. ABANDONMENT 


Nothing brought out before the Senate subcommittee which 
investigated the abandonment proposal controverted the fact 
that commodities formerly transported over the branch were 
no longer available and that there was not sufficient traffic to 
pay the out-of-pocket operating expense, said a reply brief of 
the applicant in Finance No. 12829, Denver & Rio Grande West- 
ern abandonment, to the petition of the Brotherhood’s Rail 
Service Organization for reopening and for rehearing and con- 
sideration (see Traffic World, July 12, p. 68). The brief noted 
that the protestant organization asked that the transcript of the 
testimony taken by the Senate subcommittee be made part of 
the record, with the claim that it was “replete with new mat- 
ter” which should be seriously contemplated by the Commis- 
sion. Applicant contends, however, that additional facts de- 
veloped by the committee do not in any matter contradict the 
findings of the Commission’s report of January 22, 1941, or 
justify in any way continued operation of the narrow-gauge 
branch between Antonito, Colo., and Santa Fe, N. M., proposed 
to be abandoned. 


Air Accident Causes 


Bad weather, icing, poor lights, defective airports, hazard- 
ous obstructions on and about airports, loose organization, 
faulty communications, and human error have contributed 
jointly and severally to cause every serious air accident which 
has occurred in the last two years, according to conclusions 
reached by House select committee to investigate air accidents. 
No evidence of sabotage was found, it stated. In the pre- 
liminary report it has made the following recommendations: 


1. That the government of the United States assume jurisdiction 
of all navigable air space over the United States, its territories and 
possessions. 

2. Creation of some authority in whom will be vested control of 
all traffic moving through the navigable air space and over all missiles 
projecting into the navigable air space. 

3. The enactment by the Congress of legislation to give full force 
and effect to recommendations 1 and 2 above, by authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint a Coordinator of Air (or the crea- 
tion of some other agency of government), who shall be authorized to 
control and to apportion the navigable air space over the United States, 
its territories and possessions to military and other aircraft, and to 
such other activities as must be carried on through navigable air space. 

4. The enactment of legislation establishing and setting up mini- 
mum requirements for lighting of airports and other landing areas to 
be enforced by the Civil Aeronautics Administrator. 

5. The enactment of legislation empowering the Administrator to 
detail annually not to exceed 25 employes of the Civil Aeronautics 
Administration to engage in technical or professional duties for train- 
ing at government expense. 

6. The enactment of legislation to provide for the training of 
control tower operators. 

7. The committee recommends the serious consideration of legis- 
lation which would place at least one man on every shift in all airport 
control towers under the supervision of the airway traffic control 
section of the Civil Aeronautics Administration so that federal air 
traffic control would extend from ramp to ramp with respect to com- 
mercial air lines. 

The above recommendations should not be construed to mean that 
it is the opinion of the committee that all the problems of air safety 
would be solved by such legislative enactments. Your committee 
would rather have deferred making any recommendations until it had 
completed its investigation, but the present national emergency re- 
quires action and not prolonged consideration of these imperative 
needs. Your committee hereafter will have further recommendations 
to make to the Congress. 


Air Transportation 





Air Mail Contract Suits 


“The record is insufficient to substantiate the claims of de- 
fendant (the government) that these contracts and route cer- 
tificates were secured through fraud, collusion or a conspiracy 
on the part of plaintiffs or their predecessors in interest, or that 
the plaintiffs or their predecessors in interest were parties to 
fraud, collusion, or a conspiracy with respect to the awarding 
of any contract or the issuance of any route certificate for the 
carrying of air mail,” said Commissioner Richard H. Akers in 
a report filed July 14 in the Court of Claims of the United 
States. 

The commissioner determined and reported the facts in No. 
43029, Pacific Air Transport vs. United States; No. 43030, Boe- 
ing Air Transport, Inc., vs. United States; No. 43031, Boeing 
Air Transport, Inc., vs. United States; No. 43032, United Air 
Lines Transport Corporation vs. United States, and No. 430.., 
United Air Lines Transport Corporation vs. United States. 

These cases grew out of the cancellation by Postmaster 
General Farley in 1934 of air mail contracts which was followed 
by President Roosevelt directing the army to carry the air mail 
and the loss of a number of lives of army fliers in carryin. 
the mails. 

The plaintiffs claimed compensation, said the commissioner, 
for services rendered in the transportation of mail by aircraft 
during January and February, 1934, and damages for cancella- 
tion of five air mail contracts, or route certificates. 

The commissioner said the Postmaster General acted in 
good faith, after extended investigations and on the basis of 
the evidence, in issuing the orders of Feb. 9, 1934, for the 
annulment of the air mail route certificates involved in these 
proceedings. 

“Whether in view of the events which had occurred and the 
situation which existed on February 9, 1934, the Postmaster 
General was justified in the public interest, by virtue of his 
general powers, in annulling the route certificates is a mixed 
question of law and fact which is for the court to determine 
in the event it is found necessary or material to the disposition 
of the cases after the other questions of law presented by the 
record are answered,” said he. 


SCOPE OF AIRMAIL CASE WIDENED 


Observing that certificates for two of the applicant’s routes 
have been amended, the Civil Aeronautics Board has decided 
to take into consideration, in No. 484, a proceeding instituted 
by it to determine fair and reasonable rates of compensation 
for transportation of mail by aircraft by Pennsylvania-Central 
Airlines Corporation over six routes, the amendments under 
which the applicant was authorized to transport persons, prop- 
erty and mail between Muskegon, Mich., and Chicago, IIl., on 
its route No. 32 and to engage in temporary air transporta- 
tion to and from Morgantown and Clarksburg, W. Va., as 
intermediate points between Wheeling and Charleston, W. Va., 
on route No. 55, pending completion of the airport at Wheeling. 


Airport Expansion 


Seventy-five new airports have been approved for the na- 
tion’s system of defense and civil landing fields since January 
1, as compared with only 51 added in the entire year 1940, 
according to Brig.-Gen. Donald H. Connolly, Civil Aeronautics 
Administrator. 

This brings the total number of airports approved by the 
CAA throughout continental United States to 2,277. 

In addition to these new airports, more than 100 others 
throughout the country have been improved under the $40,000,- 
000 program instituted last December. The numbers of air- 
ports in Classes 2, 3 and 4 which are of greater size with more 
adequate facilities have increased in number while the Class 
1 airports, the lowest category, have decreased by 166, since 
many of them have been improved until they are now in a 
better classification. 

Airports are classified by runway lengths, as follows: Class 
1—Runways 2,500 feet or less; Class 2—Runways between 2,500 
and 3,500 feet; Class 3—Runways between 3,500 and 4,500 feet; 
and Class 4—Runways over 4,500 feet long. 

Many others would be added and improved before the end 
of the year, aided by a congressional appropriation to the CAA 
for building and improvement totaling more than ninety-four 
million dollars which became effective July 1, General Con- 
nolly added. 

Present approved ports include 1,035 municipal, 795 com- 
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MERGENCY 


@ Ready with men, ready with rolling stock, 
ready with special handling equipment. 


The Erie—22,000 men strong—is ever ready 
and willing to help you move your freight safely 
and quickly. Ever ready, too, in the national 
emergency to speed the job of National Defense. 
Spanning the very heart of the nation’s “arsenal”, 
Erie is the ever-moving conveyor belt of America’s 
defense industries. Erie delivers the goods! 


New equipment is being added constantly. Human 
efficiency being stepped up. We’re ready to give 
you on-time deliveries on small or large ship- 
ments. Just call the Erie man—or write 


Carl Howe, Vice President 


ERIE RAILROAD CLEVELAND, OHIO 


THE HEAVY DUTY RAILROAD 
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mercial, and 282 intermediate fields; 27 navy and 74 army, 41 
miscellaneous government fields, and 23 private landing fields. 
Of the total, 690 are either fully or partially equipped for night 
landings. 

A great many of these new airports are being used primarily 
for training purposes. For example, in Texas, where the ex- 
pansion was greatest—35 new airports having been added dur- 
ing the six months period—the majority is devoted to training 
fledgling pilots for the army, navy and Civil Aeronautics Ad- 
ministration. 

Thirty-six new seaplane bases have been made available 
since January 1. These bases are for flying boats and seaplanes 
and have been installed under a joint program of the CAA 
and the National Youth Administration. They are located along 
all the coasts and inland around the shores of the lakes and 
along rivers suitable for plane landing. Including the bases 
and anchorages of the army, navy, coast guard and marine 
corps, there were 325 the first of the year. Now there are 361, 
and of these 20 are equipped for night use. 

The following six states each have more than 100 fields and 
airports: California, 182; Texas, 181; Michigan, 119; Florida, 
113; Ohio, 109, and Pennsylvania, 107. 


TWA SERVICE AT LANCASTER, PA. 


Transcontinental & Western Air, Inc., has filed an applica- 
tion with the Civil Aeronautics Board for amendment of its 
certificate for its route No. 2, between New York City and Los 
Angeles, so as to authorize service to Lancaster, Pa., as an 
intermediate stop. 


SUSPENSION OF BERMUDA AIR SERVICE 


The Civil Aeronautics Board has authorized Pan-American 
Airways Co. to suspend its local service between the United 
States and Bermuda, in view of the fact that the applicant’s 
trans-Atlantic flights via Bermuda at a scheduled frequency 
of three trips a week also provide U. S.-Bermuda air service. 


SPARTANBURG, S. C., AIR SERVICE 


Noting that the public convenience and necessity might 
require the inclusion of Spartanburg, S. C., as an intermediate 
point in the event the proposed route of Eastern Air Lines, 
Inc., in No. 569, beyond the intermediate points Louisville, 
Ky., to the terminal point Savannah, Ga., is found required, 
the Civil Aeronautics Board has instituted a proceeding to 
determine whether or not a petition of the City of Spartan- 
burg for air service should be granted and has consolidated 
that matter with the application in No. 569, to be assigned for 
hearing at a later date. 





PCA TO SERVE MORGANTOWN, W. VA. 


The Civil Aeronauttics Board has amended the temporary 
certificate of public convenience and necessity of Pennsylvania 
Central Airlines Corporation to include Morgantown, W. Va., on 
its route No. 55, until such time as the Wheeling, W. Va., air- 
port is approved for operations. Route No. 55 extends from the 
terminal point Pittsburgh, Pa., via the intermediate points 
Wheeling and Charleston, W. Va., Bristol, Tenn.-Va., Knoxville 
and Chattanooga, Tenn., to the terminal point Birmingham, 
Ala. In addition, Pennsylvania Central was authorized on 
March 5, to provide temporary service to Clarksburg, W. Va., 
on route No. 55, pending completion of the Wheeling airport. 


NEW AIR EXPRESS RECORD 


Gross revenues from air express in May of this year ex- 
ceeded those of any month since the beginning of the service, 
according to the Railway Express Agency. They were 46 
per cent over May, 1940. The number of shipments in the 
month totaled 122,089, a gain of 264% per cent over the same 
month last year, and the total weight was 891,212 pounds, 55 
per cent over May, 1940. A great increase in long-haul na- 
tional defense traffic was largely responsible for the setting 
of the new record, the agency said. 


AIR POWER DEPARTMENT STUDY 


Representative Beiter, of Illinois, has introduced H. Res. 
272, creating a select committee of nine members of the 
House to hold hearings and conduct an investigation to deter- 
mine the advisability of creating an executive department 
in the government to be called the Department of Air Power, 
with a Secretary for Air, “for the purpose of coordinating 
under one department and head all of the governmental aero- 
nautic activities, both civil and military, now existing and 
vested in any executive department, military or civil, or in 
any board or independent agency of the government, par- 
ticularly for the purpose of national defense and economy 
in operation of national air defense.” 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Short Line Defense Activity 


J. M. Hood, consultant on short line railroads in the 
transportation division, Office for Emergency Management 
has reported satisfactory handling of their part of the defense 
transportation load by the independently owned and operated 
short line railroads, following a survey of members of the 
American Short Line Railroad Association. 

While these lines generally had shared in the genera! in- 
crease in traffic caused by the defense program and growing 
civilian requirements, he said, a number of the short line rail- 
roads were so situated that they provided the only service to 
and from important army camps, arsenals, or other military 
establishments. He said the survey showed the following in- 
stances of “special participation in the defense effort”: 

Rahway Valley, overhead carrier in movement of muni- 
tions from U. S. Naval Arsenal at Picatinny, N. J., to Rari- 
tan Arsenal at Nixon, N. J., with shortest rail mileage entirely 
outside of any congested territory between these points; 
prospective vital link in an emergency. 

Washington & Old Dominion, participating directly in 
transporting horses for cavalry post at Ft. Myer, Va., indirectly 
in handling materials for home construction in Arlington and 
Fairfax counties, Va., such construction in Arlington tending 
to alleviate the Washington, D. C., housing shortage caused by 
influx of defense workers. 

Aberdeen & Rockfish, handling all traffic, now greatly ex- 
panded, for Ft. Bragg, N. C.; has constructed additional 
passing tracks, added two steam locomotives and a passenger 
motor car, increased personnel 40 per cent, pursued program of 
grade-crossing elimination and protection; has let contracts for 
relocating about 2% miles of trackage and reducing grade, to 
facilitate handling of increase. 

Savannah & Atlanta, handling trainloads of material for 
army camp construction at Hinesville, near Savannah, Ga., 
has enlarged its Savannah yards, increasing capacity by about 
25 per cent; has placed additional switch engine in service, 
undertaken grading and realigning project, with section affected 
to be relaid with heavier rail, and established 6-day week for 
shop forces to expedite repair of equipment. 

San Diego & Arizona Eastern, serving Naval Air Station 
at North Island, San Diego, Calif., with branch line, has han- 
dled major portion of materials for building of additional 
facilities totaling about $5,000,000; active in handling material 
for construction of housing facilities for personnel. Additional 
station facilities and trackage will be provided as needed in 
connection with construction of cavalry camp to cost over 
$1,000,000, on the S. D. & A. E., about 65 miles east of San 
Diego. 

San Francisco & Napa Valley, providing only rail service 
available for Mare Island Navy Yard, Calif., handled 188 
cars into the yard week of April 21. 

Bamberger, only railroad serving Ogden Ordnance Depot, 
Utah, also serving Ogden Air Depot, over half-mile spurs 
recently constructed. Additional trackage will be built as 
required. 

Salt Lake, Garfield & Western, serving U. S. Army Bomb- 
ing Base four miles north of Salt Lake City, with two freight 
trains daily and facilities for immediate service when needed. 

Narragansett Pier, serving newly constructed Fort 
Nathaniel Greene; has added new Diesel locomotive, increased 
bridge loads, doubled schedules passenger service; has ordered 
another Diesel locomotive. 

Patapsco & Black Rivers, with increase in traffic volume 
of 8,000 cars a month in 1941 over 1940 has added trackage and 
two Diesel locomotives; has two more Diesels on order; has 
increased available cars for on-line service by 250, placed in 
service new coal-handling plant, new track scale, new inter- 
change yard connecting with the B. & O. 


SHORT LINE CONVENTION 


Chairman Lea, of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce, will address the American Short Line Rail- 
road Association at its luncheon, September 30, in connection 
with the annual meeting of the association at Chicago, Septem- 
ber 29 and 30. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


The average daily surplus of freight cars of U. S. railroads 
in the week ended July 12 was 87,162 as compared with 79,950 
in the preceding week, according to the car service division of 
the Association of American Railroads. It was made up as 
follows: Plain box, 28,129; auto box, 2,478; total box, 30,607: 
flat, 2,028; gondola, 15,919; hopper, 19,965; total coal, 35,884; all 
others, 18,643. Canadian roads reported no surplus, as they 
did in the preceding week. 
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Budd Speaks to Short Lines 


Shortage of material and ikes at car building plants 
may cause the railroad equipment plan set up a year _ ago to 
all short by 20,000 freight cars, said Ralph Budd, transporta- 
on commissioner, advisory ommission to the Colncitl— 3) 


National Detense, in an_gddre on “The Importance of—Ce 
SPeration’ at a special meeting of the board of directors of 
the American Short Line Railroad Association at the Mor- 
rison Hotel July 14. The meeting was called principally to 
hear Mr. Budd. 

Mr. Budd said his office had been concerned all along in 
avoiding duplication of effort and had, therefore, sought the 
cooperation of existing organizations in the transportation 
field, governmental and commercial. The president of the 
Short Line Association, James M. Hood, he said, had been 
acting as a consultant on his staff and had rendered able 
assistance. Short lines, he said, were particularly important, 
because they served many industries not reached by larger 
railroads. Railroads as a whole, he added, could take “par- 
donable pride” in the part they had already played in national 
defense and the short lines deserved “their full share of the 
credit.” 

He spoke of the increase in carloadings and the good 
prospects of the railroads being able to handle traffic to be 
offered. 

‘It has been our sincere hope that transportation may 
be so adequately provided that shippers and travelers will be 
able to choose the form of transportation and the particular 
route they prefer, and that they may obtain good and prompt 
service,” said he. “Thus far that hope has been realized and 
defense work has not suffered any delay chargeable to lack 
of transportation.” 

In the defense picture, transportation had two advan- 
tages, he said. The first was the fact that, due to the de- 
velopment of new methods of transportation, there was a 
capacity for ‘ ‘moving g00ds and people far in excess of the 
normal requirements.” The second was the fact that trans- 
portation facilities did not need the “re-tooling” and other 
changes for their part in defense production needed by many 
other industries. 


Special Problems 


He spoke of special problems of transportation at the 
present time, such as the need to transport 10,000,000 more 
tons of iron ore this year than in any other previous year; 
of the need for transporting the usual coal traffic, plus 
40,000,000 tons shortage due to mine strikes, in the rest of the 
year, and the added burden of petroleum and intercoastal 
traffic due to the withdrawal from service of tankers and 
intercoastal vessels. The difficult job of moving the winter 
wheat crop from the southwest had been eased somewhat, he 
said, by wet weather, which reduced the crop and lengthened 
the harvest period, so that cars which had been moved to 
Texas for that movement were being moved away empty 
after having been held for “some weeks.” 

His office, he said, had issued suggestions to shippers for 
the more efficient use of freight cars and shippers were co- 
operating. On the part of the railroads, there were also 
things to be done to make the best use of equipment. He 
enumerated them as follows: 


Avoidance of all possible road delays; reduction of time lost in 
yards, terminals and interchange; better supervision of car handling, 
which perhaps would call for better and larger organizations in some 
cases; movement of company material during off-peak periods and 
prompt unloading thereof; strict observance of car service rules; keep- 
ing the cars moving. 


He spoke of the importance of increasing the percentage 
of each 24-hour period in which cars were in loaded movement, 
quoting figures he had used in his message to the National 
Association of Shippers’ Advisory Boards recently (see Traffic 
World, June 21, p. 1578). 


Maintenance Troubles 
Continuing, he said: 


In order that these cooperative efforts of shippers and carriers 
may be most successful, cars, locomotives, and track must be kept in 
800d condition, and bad order cars held at the lowest practicable level. 

his responsibility is one for the railways, and, normally, they should 
assume it without any question. At the moment, however, railways 
are having difficulty in getting materials for proper maintenance, and 
for new cars and locomotives. Orders for repair parts are not being 
filled promptly, and stocks of repair parts are being depleted through 
inability of manufacturers to obtain material. While the process of 
rendering cars and locomotives inactive through lack of maintenance 
is a slower one than would be the sudden shutting off of fuel, it is no 
less effective in crippling transportation. Sympathetic consideration 
has been given to the appeals for priorities which will permit suppliers 
to fill railway orders, but the necessary action to bring deliveries is 
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exceedingly slow. 
with any other part of the defense effort, and the time has come when 


Transportation must be recognized as equally vital 


The mat- 
It is not a ques- 
their ability to pay for the 


such recognition must be expressed in necessary materials. 
ter is not within my control or that of the railroads. 
tion of their failure to place orders, nor 
goods. 

Car Program Lags 


In addition to the repair parts which are needed for the continuing 
full use of the existing railway facilities, it is, of course, necessary to 
build some new cars and locomotives. Although not quite so immedi- 
ately serious as maintenance supplies, the car and locomotive builders 
should not be delayed for lack of material for new construction. About 
7,500 cars which have been on order for many months have failed of 
delivery up to date because of shortage of material. Some car build- 
ing plants which have orders for cars are not operating at full capacity. 

There is a coincidence that just a year ago, July 16, 1940, to be 
exact, after consultation with the railways, I addressed a letter to 
the Association of American Railroads. setting up 1,700,000 railway- 
owned freight cars as a goal which should be reached as soon as 
practicable. This meant an increase of about 60,000 cars, and at the 
same time replacing cars that were being dismantled. Probably the 
retirements would amount to not more than 40,000 a year since many 
old cars are being repaired and kept in service. The orders were 
placed for these cars, and also for necessary locomotives, but I regret 
to say that the program has fallen down and is falling down. Car 
manufacturers do not lack the capacity or the willingness to build 
the cars, but they cannot obtain material. I fear that at the present 
rate of interruption due to shortage of material and to delays from 
strikes at car building and supply plants, the railways may fall 20,000 
cars short of the program set up for October 1, this year. Unless 
material is released for railway use, the program will fall down worse 
in the future, because, for the year ending October 1, 1942, the railways 
had hoped to add 120,000 cars to their ownership. Taking account of 
retirements, this would mean a 160,000 car program between October 
1, 1941, and October 1, 1942. 

Maintenance and improvements in other forms of transportation 
require attention, too, and their needs are receiving full consideration. 
I feel warranted in saying thaf there exists a fine determination on the 
part of all carriers of all types to do their part well. The morale is 
splendid. Organizations of shippers also have shown nationwide en- 
thusiasm for the program of better utilization of railroad cars. Cham- 
bers of commerce, iarge and small, have joined the movement. Gov- 
ernment defense administrations have given it their support. The list 
of the various groups which have adopted favorable resolutions is 
entirely too long to give here. Finally, the heads of those adminis- 
trations having to do with priorities have freely expressed approval 
of rating materials for use in transportation high enough to insure the 
necessary supply. I cannot help feeling that these approvals will result 
in prompt filling of orders. With this, and the full cooperation of the 
three groups, railways, shippers and suppliers, there need be no fear 
for the future of transportation for the national defense. 


Resolution Adopted 
The board of directors adopted the following resolution: 


Whereas, the President of the United States has declared that an 
emergency exists by reason of possible involvement in war with for- 
eign powers, and 

Whereas, to marshal transportation facilities to insure their fullest 
utilization in national defense, Mr. Ralph Budd has been named trans- 
portation commissioner in the Office for Emergency Management, and 

Whereas, Mr. Ralph Budd appeared before the board of directors 
of The American Short Line Railroad Association at Chicago, Illinois, 
on Monday, July 14, 1941, outlining the methods whereby the best in- 
terests of the United States could be served by the various transpor- 
tation agencies and the desire on the part of the transportation com- 
missioner to facilitate, through obtaining the necessary priorities and 
otherwise, the continued efficient operation of short line railroads in the 
nation’s interest, 

Be It Resolved, That the board of directors of The American Short 
Line Railroad Association hereby pledges for itself, the association’s 
officers and its 303 member lines full and complete co-operation for the 
rendition of the best possible service by each of the lines to insure the 
rapid and complete armament of the United States for defense and to 
further insure the least possible interference with the fulfillment of the 
obligation of member lines to their regular peace-time customers. 


Car Supply Situation 


The railroads were far ahead of their 1940 car acquisition 
program and bad order cars now stood at the lowest point in 
their history, officials of the Association of American Railroads 
said a 15 in oe “= freight car supply situation. 
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1. totaled 85,266—5.2 








number = being tortion aaa it was said, the expectation 
being that it would be brought down to — 3 = ? per cent. 





per ianenee eo that program was se as lowe: 
New cars installed since July 1, 1940: To December 31, 
1940, 28,693, and from January 1, 1941, to July 1, 1941, 36,381. 
On July 1, 92,566 new freight cars were on order. Cars in- 
stalled and on order totaled 157,640, it was pointed out, that 
figure being set against the program calling for 100,000 new 
cars for 1941 traffic. 
Just how much deliveries of new cars would be slowed 
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j ili kers et steel, it was said, stock, 777 and 899; coal, 40,866 and 35,514; coke, 6,220 and 4,444; forest it will 
down by inability of the cor yeas roy ~~ 1 b products, 1,340 and 913; ore, 15,714 and 12,836; merchandise, L. C. L, : co 
was not known Gut it was bebeved that 6 subetante muamber 29,615 and 26,099; miscellaneous, 89,107 and 71,646; total, 1941, 189,199: - 
of the cars listed as “on order” would be delivered for the 1940, 156,732: 1939, 128,990. onan or , be ae any an 
handling of peak traffic this fall. : Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 425 and 265; live cludes 
Officials adhered to the position heretofore stated that, with stock, 150 and 153; coal, 40,323 and 36,143; coke, 496 and 392; forest the ten 
efficient use of available equipment and barring use of cars for products, 801 and 612; ore, 861 and 495; merchandise, L. C. L., 4,569 L. 
storage purposes, the railroads would be able to move the ae Sees mieoenanen. 7,869 and 7,485; total, 1941, 55,494; 1949, - A 
traffic offered this year without a serious car shortage. ,761, 1939, 46,374. and A. 
: Southern district: Grain and grain products, 3,063 and 3,330; live . 2 
The 92,566 new freight cars on Neen A a — > stock, 1,170 and 1,059: coal, 19,209 and 15,625; coke, 512 and 400; forest pas 
largest number on order at any time since 1 » Sal CA. A. 5s. products, 13,600 and 8,683; ore, 1,405 and 1,061; merchandise, L. C, L,, ep ‘ 
“The number on order on July 1, this year, was an increase 95 0¢9 and 25,382; miscellaneous, 49,534 and 38,440; total, 1941, 113,562: oo 
of 27,519 compared with the number under contract on June 1, 1940, 93,980; 1939, 94,758. being ! 
1941,” it added. “It also was more than five times as many as Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 14,464 and 7,857; $2.20 r 
were 59,813 box cars; 28,088 coal cars; 2,378 flat cars; 1,350 ete mame. Se ye —proat _—. 5,252 as Ss eee, BS ome 1,685; _ 
j j ¥ orest products, ; an c ; ore, f an : ; merchandise, state oO 
ee OE os aoe genet apg os A 1 this year, there -- Do aeu aee eee wee eee 41,802 and 34,591; total, There 
were 59,813 box cars; 28,008 coal cars; 2,378 flat cars; 1,350 Central Western district : Grain and grain products, 22,342 and =: 
refrigerator cars; 100 stock cars, and 917 miscellaneous cars. 23,167: live stock, 3,336 and 3,822; coal, 7,516 and 5,135; coke, 294 railr 
“Reports revealed that 22,276 of the total number of new and 233; forest products, 9,061 and 6,932; ore, 4,762 and 4,026; mer- service 
freight cars on order, are being built in railroad shops while  chandise, L. C. L., 24,725 and 23,941; miscellaneous, 62,147 and 45,897; the tre 
the others are being constructed by car building companies. oe, -. acre a. pag sae, rogewal apna ear, * 
“Class I railroads in the first six months of 1941 installed outhwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7, and 9,311; r 
36,381 new freight cars in service, approximately the same _ live stock, 1,310 and 1,433; coal, 2,997 and 2,089; coke, 154 and 73; Board 
- ber as installed in the same period last year. Among the forest products, 5,400 and 4,109; ore, 533 and 484; merchandise, L. C. L., for su 
ee P on% & 10,039 and 9,882; miscellaneous, 28,581 and 21,830; total, 1941, 56,385; : 
new cars put in service were 18,603 box; 15,705 coal; 999 re- 1940, 49,211: 1939, 47,514. area. 
frigerator; 908 flat, 50 stock and 116 miscellaneous cars. had or 
“More new locomotives were on order on July 1 this year — 
than at any time in the past fifteen years. The number on W at 2 e 
order was 559 of which 265 were steam and 294 were electric heat Congestion been n 
and Diesel. New locomotives on order on June 1, 1941, totaled Under a plan agreed on at Kansas City, July 14, effective tended 
517 of which 231 were steam and 286 were electric and Diesel. at once and until further notice all railroads will refuse to for the 
On July 1, 1940, the railroads had 124 new locomotives on accept any wheat for consignment or reconsignment at Kansas ment © 
order, which included 97 steam and 27 electric and Diesel. _ City, Mo.-Kan., unless the shipper or reconsignor executes a T 
“New locomotives installed in service in the first six certificate stating that the wheat consigned to Kansas City is govern 
months of 1941 totaled 261 of which 62 were steam and 199 for sale and not for storage. preven 
were electric and Diesel. In the same period in 1940, there were L. M. Betts, manager, closed car section, car service divi- faciliti 


180 new locomotives installed in service, 45 being steam and 
135 electric and Diesel.” 


Revenue Freight Leading 


sion, A. A. R., advised Chairman Kendall of the action taken 
as follows: 


Conference held today with President and Secretary of Board of 
Trade and Chairman Theis, Terminal Grain Committee. 





Admitted Kansas City has at least 1,100 cars on track for which Pb 
Loading of revenue freight the week ended July 12 totaled ‘here is no space. or 
876,165 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- wt following notice being issued by wire to all wo 
roads. This was an increase of 139,382 cars or 18.9 per cent “For the account of all railroads, the car service division of the last ye 
above the corresponding week in 1940, an increase of 206,277 Association of American Railroads has issued the following notice: At all. 
cars or 30.8 per cent above the same week in 1939, and an in- ‘In view of the fact that all available elevator facilities at Kansas cars, a 
crease of 135,672 cars or 18.3 per cent above the preceding week, City, Missouri-Kansas, for the reception of grain for public storage last ye 
which included the Fourth of July holiday. are completely filled and cars of wheat are now on track at that point , 
All districts reported increases compared with the cor- ‘°F which there is no space in public elevators; oe 
responding weeks in 1940 and 1939. Effective at once and until further notice all railroads will refuse 
to accept any wheat for consignment or reconsignment to Kansas City, ports ¢c 
1941 1940 1939 Missouri-Kansas, unless. the shipper or reconsignor shall execute a Ca 
4 weeks of January ................ 2,740,095 2,557,735 2,288,730 certificate in the following form, to be endorsed on the bill of lading: ports t 
4 weeks of February .............. 2,824,188 2,488,879 2,282, 866 ““‘T hereby certify that wheat contained in car .........., con- year 
5 weeks of March ................-. 3,817,918 3,123,916 2,976,655 signed to Kansas City Missouri-Kansas, is for sale and not for storage. “) 
OS 2. eee ee 2,793,563 2,495,212 2,225,188 0 ee erie ee . lanti 
NE ere 4,160,527 3,351,840 2,926, 408 *“**An exception to this restriction on the movement of wheat for anuc, 
DN INAD «oon bss oon an cave vce 3,510,137 2,896,953 2,563,953 storage will be made by the loading railroad provided satisfactory lines, I 
SS eee 740,493 637,169 555,152 evidence is furnished to that railroad that storage space actually is tion, ac 
SEED oo ss o's bea bes aessans 876,165 736,783 669,888 available for such car or cars as may be offered for transportation.’” At: 
oe wal 21,463,086 18,288,487 16,488,840 Although there is a temporary shortage of storage space age in 
for wheat at Chicago, no such drastic action as that taken at ed of 
Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended July 12 Kansas City this week was contemplated, according to informa- oe 
and for the corresponding period last year was reported as_ tion disclosed after a meeting of interested elevator operators, ie one 
follows: representatives of railroads and 9 Piceranegen egg Credit Cor- 1940, ay 
: : ; ‘ poration with the government’s Chicago area grain storage Eas 
Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 9,472 and 8,146; live : i j . 
stock, 1,024 and 1,237; coal, 31,329 and 28,723; coke, 3,765 and 2,724, Committee July 17. The committee adopted a resolution _ gl 
forest products, 2,201 and 2,200; ore, 7,722 and 6,271: merchandise, mitting a temporary shortage of space for the storage o Jun . 
L. C. L., 41,344 and 37,018; miscellaneous, 83,694 and 64,762; total, grain in the Chicago terminal,” and recommending that “ship- ~ 
1941, 180,551; 1940, 151,081; 1939, 136,222. pers of wheat for loans before consigning their shipments to We. 
Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 5,560 and 4,381; live that area ascertain whether, on its arrival, storage space for June, 1 
: ceding | 
Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, July 12 27 wd 
Grain and Live Forest Mdse. compar 
Grain Prod. Stock Coal Coke Products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total lightera 
{ 1941 62,697 10,177 147,492 13,576 44,252 81,104 154,133 362,734 876,165 moving 
PP EE ca canee ssn bonne { 1940 56,457 11,627 127,371 9,949 31,015 69,633 146,080 284,651 736,783 Statistic 
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it will be available.” Unless the shippers do this, the resolu- 
tion continues, “it is probable that they will be charged with 
any and all demurrage charges accruing.” The resolution con- 
cludes with the hope that “if this course is generally followed, 
the temporary shortage will be relieved shortly.” 

L. M. Betts, manager, closed car section, car service divi- 
sion, A. A. R.; W. D. Beck, regional manager of the division, 
and A. W. Wilkins, of Mr. Beck’s office, secretary of the Mid- 
West Shippers’ Advisory Board, attended the meeting. It was 
explained that the phrase “any and all demurrage charges” in 
the committee’s resolution had no special significance, there 
being no proposal to change or add anything to the existing 
$2.20 regular and $5.50 penalty demurrage. 

As far as the railroads were concerned, it was said, the 
state of affairs revealed at the meeting called for no action. 
There was no back-up of loaded grain cars in the area, it was 
said, and grain receipts had not reached a point where the 
railroads were unable to keep pace with them in inspection 
services or elevators in unloading. The sole problem, from 
the transportation point of view, it was said, was to keep the 
storage space liquid. 

On the same day, the storage committee of the Chicago 
Board of Trade issued a statement blaming the government 
for such shortage of grain storage space as existed in the 
area. It pointed out that the Commodities Credit Corporation 
had ordered into the area from Iowa some 5,000,000,000 bushels 
of corn, at present held in trackside steel bins, to fill space 
held by it out of which 3,500,000,000 bushels of wheat had 
been moved to the east earlier in the week. The space, it con- 
tended, should have been made available to wheat shippers 
for the weeks intervening between the present and the move- 
ment of the current corn crop. 

“The committee believes that a corporation agency of the 
government should not in these days of national defense effort 
prevent farmers from having a maximum use of grain storage 
facilities,” said the Board of Trade committee. 


Handling of Export Traffic 


Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at North 
Atlantic ports, that is, from Hampton Roads, Va., to the Canadian 
border, in the first six months of 1941, totaled 184,231, an increase 
of 22,027 cars or 13.6 per cent compared with the same period 
last year, according to the Association of American Railroads. 
At all Atlantic, Gulf and Pacific ports, unloadings totaled 283,537 
cars, an increase of 6,934 or 2.5 per cent above the same period 
last year. 

In the month of June alone, 48,296 cars of export freight, 
other than grain, were unloaded at Atlantic, Gulf and Pacific 
ports compared with 49,557 cars in June, 1940. 

Cars of grain for export unloaded in June this year at those 
ports totaled 4,230 compared with 1,493 in the same month last 
year. 

“No congestion or delay to traffic exists at any of the At- 
lantic, Gulf or Pacific ports, due to the cooperation of steamship 
lines, port authorities, exporters and shippers,” said the associa- 
tion, adding: 


At the Port of New York the number of cars unloaded for lighter- 
age in June, 1941, averaged 1,102 daily. This was the highest average 
rate of unloading since the office of Manager of Port Traffic was es- 
tablished in November, 1939, exceeding the previous high which oc- 
curred in May, 1941, by 59 cars daily and making the second consecu- 
tive month in which unloadings exceeded 1,000 cars daily. In June, 
1940, average loading of cars for lighterage was 922 daily. 

Eastbound freight, of which approximately 88.6 per cent was for 
export, lightered at New York in June, 1941, totaled 724,864 tons, com- 
bared with 680,761 tons in the preceding month and 644,857 tons, in 
June, 1940. This was an increase of 6.5 per cent compared with May, 
1941, and an increase of 12.4 per cent compared with June last year. 

Westbound lighterage tonnage most of which is import traffic, in 
June, 1941, totaled 254,410 tons compared with 247,693 tons in the pre- 
ceding month, and 121,374 tons in June, 1940. This was an increase of 
2.7 per cent compared with May, 1941, and an increase of 109.6 per cent 
compared with June last year. Both the eastbound and the westbound 
lighterage tonnage handled during June this year was the heaviest 
moving in any one month since the Association began compiling the 
Statistics in November, 1939. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Boston in 
June totaled 471, compared with 1,110 in June last year, or a decrease 
of 58 per cent. There was an increase of 136 per cent in the number 
of cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port, com- 
bared with June last year. 

At Philadelphia, 2,452 cars of export freight, other than grain, were 
unloaded in June, compared with 2,581 last year, or a decrease of 5 
ber cent. There was an increase of 10 per cent in the number of cars 
of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port, compared 
With June last year. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Baltimore in 
June totaled 2,794 compared with 4,400 in June last year, or a decrease 
of 37 per cent, 

At Hampton Roads, 1,395 cars of export freight, other than grain, 
Were unloaded in June, compared with 2,203 last year, or a decrease 
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of 36 per cent. There was an increase of 2 per cent in the number of 
cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port, com- 
pared with June last year. 

Notwithstanding the heavy movement of export traffic through the 
North Atlantic ports, particularly Boston, New York, Philadelphia and 
Baltimore, there is ample rail storage facilities at all of the ports. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Mobile to- 
taled 929 compared with 1,646 in June last year, or a decrease of 44 
per cent. There was an increase of 66 per cent in the number of cars 
of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port compared with 
June last year. 

At New Orleans, 3,827 cars of export freight, other than grain, 
were unloaded in June, compared with 3,939 last year, or a decrease 
of 3 per cent. There was an increase of 39 per cent in the number of 
cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the ports, com- 
pared with June last year. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Galveston to- 
taled 2,170 compared with 2,716 in June last year, or a decrease of 20 
per cent. 

At Houston, 1,856 cars of export freight, other than grain, were 
unloaded in June, compared with 1,841 in the same month last year, or 
an increase of 1 per cent. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at Texas City 
totaled 608 cars compared with 1,044 in June last year, or a decrease of 
42 per cent. There was an increase of 10 per cent in the number of 
cars of coastwise and intercoastal traffic unloaded at the port, compared 
with June last year. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at San Francisco 
totaled 2,868 cars, compared with 1,913 in June last year, or an in- 
crease of 49 per cent. 

Cars of export freight, other than grain, unloaded at other ports in 
June this year, compared with the same month last year follow: 


June June 

Port 1941 1940 
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At Portland, Maine, 116 cars of grain for export were unloaded in 
June, 1941, compared with 486 in June, 1940; at Boston 120 cars com- 
pared with 140; at New York, 1,201 cars compared with 353; at Phila- 
delphia 441 cars compared with 10; at Baltimore 1,818 cars compared 
with 7; at Hampton Roads 196 compared with none. 

The movement of grain through Gulf ports this year was 38 cars 
compared with 438 cars in June last year, and through Pacific ports 
this year, 300 cars compared with 59 cars in June last year. 


Transportation Priorities, Ete. 


“The priorities system may also be used to control use of 
transportation facilities, to allocate the available labor supply 
as the country nears its production peak, to control access to 
new capital, and to regulate imports and exports,” said Leon 
Henderson, OPACS administrator, in an address July 14 at 
Atlantic City, N. J., before the New York Housewares Manu- 
facturers Association, Inc. 

“Transportation by rail, truck, pipe line, barge, and steam- 
ship takes the place of conveyors in this nation wide factory 
we are talking about. This is clearly a problem whose magni- 
tude we have failed to appreciate. We should have been build- 
ing the freight cars last summer with steel which could have 
been produced then. Instead we lulled ourselves into an 
apathetic feeling of security by chanting carloadings estimates 
far too low for the current program. Now, with a widespread 
shortage of steel facing us, it is going to be a tremendously 
difficult task to get the materials and the men to build the cars 
we will need to provide the conveyor system for this plant of 
ours. The same situation holds for ships—the ocean spanning 
bridge needed to make our production efforts effective three 
thousand miles eastward. Continually we have thought in 
terms too small.” 

All that transportation needed, such as essential freight 
cars, pipe lines and barges, said Mr. Henderson, should have 
clear claim “to our precious residual supplies.” 


Ocean Rates Too High 
Saying that ocean freight rates were real cost increase 
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items, Mr. Henderson said those rates had gone up because of 
Nazi ship sinkings and greater demands for war purposes. 

“You probably recall,” he continued, “that 50 oil tankers 
have been diverted to the British to insure necessary oil in 
Europe. I expect more tankers will be needed for the British 
shuttle service—and our price and supply problems for gaso- 
line and fuel oil will be more acute. 

“I do believe, that ocean freight rates are higher than nec- 
essary and I hope something can be done to reduce them.” 





































































Expansion Dangers 


Mr. Henderson said there had been far too much concern 
within industry over the dangers of expansion, too much will- 
ingness to accept shortages of raw materials, of plant capacity, 
of power, and freight cars as an inevitable concomitant of all- 
out production in this country. 

“We have been too prone to think of vested interests, of 
friends in industry who might be embarrassed when the emer- 
gency is over by more plant capacity than it was thought 
could be used on the basis of past experience. Literally inter- 
preted, this philosophy means that its proponents believe the 
country is done. It denotes a complete failure to realize the 
potentialities of our 130,000,000 people. It assumes that be- 
cause we have had unemployment in the past we can never 
achieve and maintain something approaching full employment. 
That philosophy is false and will be proved so in the future. 

“This armament program is going to teach the people one 
thing—that it is possible to have jobs, to earn high wages, to 
produce goods if the demand is there. True, during the emer- 
gency the demand will be provided in a large part by one cus- 
tomer, the government, and the goods this customer will be 
buying are not the kinds we as civilians can use. But if em- 
ployment can be provided for production of armaments it can 
be provided for consumers’ goods when we no longer need to 
produce armaments. Once the people learn that lesson no 
political party, no government can long permit widespread un- 
employment to continue. The people are slow to learn but 
they learn well. It may mean continued high levels of govern- 
ment expenditures once the emergency is over for such things 
as parks, public buildings, highways and the like, but employ- 
ment our people will demand and employment they will have.” 


Purchases and Stores Meeting 


At the closing session of the annual meeting of the pur- 
chases and stores division of the Association of American Rail- 
roads, at the Palmer House, Chicago, July 11 (see Traffic World, 
July 12), the following officers were elected: 

cad 


Chairman, L. P. Krampf, supply agent, Missouri Pacific, St. Louis, 
Mo.; vice-chairman, E. J. Lamneck, purchasing agent, Pennsylvania 
Railroad, Philadelphia, Pa.; members of the general committee, F. S. 
Austin, purchasing agent, New York Central, New York; G. O. Geale, 
chief purchasing and stores officer, Chesapeake and Ohio, Cleveland, 
O.; G. M. Betterton, purchasing agent, Southern Pacific, San Francisco, 
Cal.; O. A. Donagan, general storekeeper, Boston and Maine, Boston, 
Mass.; W. W. Kelly, general purchasing agent, Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe, Chicago, Ill.; C. L. Wakeman, general storekeeper, Wabash 
Railway, Decatur, Ill.; E. W. Walther, general storekeeper, Baltimore 
and Ohio, Baltimore, Md.; M. E. Towner, general purchasing agent, 
Western Maryland, Baltimore. 


In summing up, at the close of the convention, A. C. Mann, 
vice-president, Illinois Central, retiring chairman of the divi- 
sion, said active participation in the war by the United States 
would make it difficult for private ownership and management 
of railroads to survive. If it was to do so, he said, it was “im- 
portant that every step taken in readjusting and reorganizing 
methods to meet changing conditions” should be “accurately 
taken in the direction of the long pull into the future and not 
merely to provide a quick remedy for an immediate difficulty.” 

Specific things to be done by purchasing and stores officers 
and employes, as suggested by speeches and reports at the con- 
vention, he said, included the greater utilization of materials 
handling equipment to release men for other work; insistence 
on the heavier loading of cars; careful study of the OPACS 
critical metals list to determine ways in which substitutions 
could be made; a study of the possible use of commercial stand- 
ards and specifications in place of the existing railroad specifi- 
cations, and a determination to become more safety minded. 


NEW YORK DEFENSE TRANSPORT 


Organization of the Metropolitan Defense Transport Com- 
mittee (New York) has been announced following the second 
meeting of the committee held in the assembly rooms of the 
Port of New York Authority. This committee was established 
by the State of New York, the State of New Jersey, the State 
of Connecticut, the City of New York, and the Port of New 
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York Authority for the purpose of preparing plans for the 
handling on a regional basis of certain transportation problems 
under emergency conditions in the New York metropolitan 
area. 

Billings Wilson, assistant general manager of the Pop; 
Authority, was elected chairman of the committee. Audley 
H. F. Stephan, chairman of the New Jersey Defense Coungjj, 
is vice-chairman, and R. C. Georger, secretary of the New York 
State Defense Highway Traffic Committee, is secretary. 

The committee has set up three subcommittees, each cop- 
taining representatives from all the participating groups to 
study and prepare plans for dealing with the following prob. 
lems in the metropolitan area: Emergency control of primary 
food distribution; selection and signing of a secondary highway 
network; and regional control of motor truck routing. . 

A fourth committee to deal with civilian evacuation trans. 
port problems in the metropolitan district is under considera- 
tion. 

The Metropolitan Defense Transport Committee is coop. 
erating with the Office of Civilian Defense. 





Suggestions to Shippers 


Sixteen suggestions “by which American industry can make 
the most efficient use of the nation’s transportation facilities” 
have been issued by G. Lloyd Wilson, director of transportation, 
Office of Price Administration and Civilian Supply. 

“Transportation is vital to national defense and civilian 
welfare,” Mr. Wilson said. “Efficient use of ships, railroad and 
express cars, trucks, airplanes and pipe lines is imperative. 
Intelligent cooperation on the part of shippers, carriers and gov- 
ernment will result in the movement of more freight per vehicle 


mile and will act to prevent increases in the cost of transporta- 
tion.” 


The 16 suggestions follow: 


1. Give carriers adequate advance notice when _ transportation 
facilities are needed and exactly where they are needed. 

2. Order precisely the sizes and kinds of facilities required. 

3. Place vehicles promptly when ordered. 

4. Have goods properly packed, marked, protected, and ready for 
shipment exactly when transport facilities are ordered. 

5. Ship goods in units adapted to utilize maximum carrying ca- 
pacity of transportation vehicles, or as much of it as possible. 

6. Load vehicles to maximum loading capacity consistent with 
capacity of vehicles and safety. 

7. Arrange for prompt loading and unloading of transportation 
vehicles—vessels, cars, and trucks—upon arrival and placement. 


8. Arrange for prompt release of equipment as soon as it is un- 
loaded. 


9. Remove vehicles frcm delivery points promptly after release. 

10. Clean debris and rubbish from vehicles after use. 

11. Operate vehicle-loading and unloading facilities on an every- 
day-in-the-week basis, whenever possible. 

12. Select, whenever possible, railroad cars for loading in the 
direction of the home or owning railroad, and load vehicles of all sorts 
in both directions, in order to avoid empty vehicle movement. 

13. Give preferred attention to freight cars held beyond free time 


so as to avoid demurrage charges and release unduly delayed equip- 
ment. 


14. Have docks and piers ready to receive vessels promptly and 
commence discharge immediately upon arrival. 

15. Make adequate advance arrangements for railroad cars, trucks 
and other facilities needed to receive transshipped cargo so as to 
have vehicles ready when cargo is available, 


16. Route shipments so as to avoid unnecessary circuity of routes 
and superfluous interchanges between carriers. 


ROOSEVELT ASKS DAYLIGHT SAVING 


President Roosevelt, in a message to Speaker Rayburn, of 
the House of Representatives, July 15, recommended enatt- 
ment of legislation that would permit the President to provide 
daylight-saving time on such a regional or national basis and 
for such part or all of the year, as he might deem necessary 
in the interest of national defense. 

“The performance of our work upon the basis of daylight- 
saving time is a practicable method of conserving electrical 
energy,” said the President. 


Chairman Lea, of the House interstate and foreign com- 
merce committee, has introduced H. R. 5343, authorizing the 
President to establish daylight-saving time “in such areas and 
for such periods of time as he deems necessary to conserve ele¢- 
trical energy or otherwise to promote the national defense. 
The bill authorizes the President to establish daylight-saving 
time as far in advance of standard time as deemed necessary 
by him, with a two-hour advance as the maximum. The bill 
and any orders or proclamations issued under it would become 
inoperative six months after the termination of the emergency 
proclaimed by the President May 27, 1941. 
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+ a 7 
Moving of Commission 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


After Representative Lanham, of Texas, chairman of the 
House committee on public buildings and grounds, had stated 
that his committee had under consideration legislation pro- 
posed by Representative Sabath, of Illinois, looking to removal 
of government bureaus and agencies from Washington, and pro- 
tested against the House acting on H. Res. 257, one of the 
Sabath proposals, without having received a report from the 
committee on public buildings and grounds, the House, July 15, 
rejected the resolution by a vote of 203 to 72. The resolution 
provided for creation of a committee to study and report to 
the House. 

Mr. Lanham said his committee had received reports from 
government departments on the proposed legislation and 
planned to hold hearings on the proposals. 

Suggestion in the debate that the Commission be moved 
to Chicago, made by Representative Dewey, of Illinois, brought 
a statement from Representative Barden, of North Carolina, 
that “for the past 50 years we in the south have not been able 
to make that Commission hear our cries against discriminatory 
freight rates, when they have been located here in the City 
of Washington, and I certainly hope there is no disposition on 
the gentleman’s part or on the part of any one else to move 
that Commission any farther away from us than it has been 
heretofore.” 

Representative Sabath said he felt sure the south would 
receive “much greater consideration if the Commission were 
moved to Chicago than the south had received heretofore.” 
Chicago had been mindful at all times of the south and of the 
interest of the south, said he, and had the friendliest feeling 
for the south. 

Representative Halleck, of Indiana, while favoring the reso- 
lution because he believed a congressional committee should 
study and report on the proposal to move government depart- 
ments from Washington, opposed the moving of the Commis- 
sion away from Washington. 


Railroad Earnings 


Preliminary reports from 87 Class I railroads, representing 
81.8 per cent of total operating revenues, received and made public 
by the Assocation of American Railroads, showed that those 
railroads, in June, 1941, had estimated operating revenues 
amounting to $367,080,657 compared with $281,935,333 in the 
same month of 1940 and $364,378,248 in the same month of 1930. 
Operating revenues of those roads in June, 1941, were 30.2 per 
cent above those for June, 1940, and 0.7 per cent above June, 
1930, says a statement by the association, which added: 


Freight revenues of the 87 Class I railroads in June, 1941, amounted 
to $303,596,455 compared with $226,800,617 in June, 1940, and $271,720,651 
in June, 1930. Freight revenues in June, 1941, were 33.9 per cent above 
— month in 1940, and 11.7 per cent above the same month in 

Passenger revenues in June, 1941, according to these preliminary 
reports from 87 Class I railroads, totaled $37,150,692 compared with 
$30,231,449 in June, 1940, and $56,752,197 in June, 1930. For the month 
of June, 1941, they were 22.9 per cent above the same month in 1940, 
but 34.5 per cent below the same month in 1930. 


Eastern District 


Thirty-five Class I railroads, representing 90.2 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the eastern district, in June, 1941, had estimated 
operating revenues of $207,144,536 compared with $159,179,537 in June, 
1940, and $203,573,383 in June, 1930. Operating revenues of the Class I 
railroads in the eastern district in June, 1941, were 30.1 per cent above 
the same month in 1940, and 1.8 per cent above June, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in June, 1941, amounted to 
$171,601,782 compared with $128,012,219 in June, 1940, and $148,552,220 
in June, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in June, 1941, were 
34.1 per cent above the same month in 1940, and 15.5 per cent above the 
same period in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in June, 1941, totaled $21,074,452 
compared with $17,932,193 in June, 1940, and $34,235,112 in June, 1930. 
Passenger revenues in June, 1941, showed an increase of 17.5 per cent 
compared with June, 1940, but a decrease of 38.4 per cent compared with 
June, 1930. 

Southern District 


Seventeen Class I railroads, representing 65.3 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the southern district, had estimated operating 
revenues in June, 1941, of $36,192,168 compared with $26,386,072 in June, 
1940, and $32,739,697 in June, 1930. Operating revenues of the Class I 
railroads in the southern district in June, 1941, were 37.2 per cent above 
those for the same month in 1940, and 10.5 per cent above June, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in June, 1941, amounted to 
$30,384,041 compared with $22,050,841 in June, 1940, and $25,696,623 in 
June, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in June, 1941, were 
37.8 per cent above the same month in 1940, and 18.2 per cent above 
the same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in June, 1941, totaled $3,522,891 
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compared with $2,357,870 in June, 1940, and $4,446,271 in June, 1930, 
being 49.4 per cent above June, 1940, but 20.8 per cent below June, 1930. 


Western District 


Thirty-five Class I railroads, representing 75.3 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the western district, had estimated operating 
revenues in June 1941, of $123,743,953 compared with $96,369,724 in June, 
1940, and $128,065,168 in June, 1930. Operating revenues of the Class I 
railroads in the western district in June, 1941, were an increase of 28.4 
per cent compared with the same month in 1940, but a decrease of 3.4 
per cent compared with June, 1930. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in June, 1941, amounted to 
$101,610,632 compared with $76,737,557 in June, 1940, and $97,471,808 in 
June, 1930. Freight revenues of those railroads in June, 1941, were 
32.4 per cent above the same month in 1940, and 4.2 per cent above the 
same month in 1930. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in June, 1941, totaled $12,553,349 
compared with $9,941,386 in June, 1940, and $18,070,814 in June, 1930. 
Passenger revenues in June, 1941, were 26.3 per cent above those for 
June, 1940, but 30.5 per cent below June, 1930. 


WATERMELON MOVEMENT OVER 


Special car order No. 37, dated May 1, requiring return of 
ventilated box cars to southeastern roads for loading with 
watermelons, was canceled, effective July 15, by the car service 
division of the Association of American Railroads. Chairman 
Kendall said the situation with respect to the watermelon move- 
ment had been met. 


Freight Forwarder Regulation 


Characterizing as “very dangerous and drastic” the com- 
modities clause in section 411 (a) (2) of the substitute for 
S. 210, the freight forwarder regulation bill, recommended by 
the subcommittee of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce (see Traffic World, July 12, p. 89), E. F. 
Lacey, executive secretary, National Industrial Traffic League, 
has urged members to point out to members of the House 
committee objections to inclusion of a commodities clause 
in a forwarder regulatory bill. 

The committee was scheduled to meet on the subcommittee 
substitute July 22. 

Mr. Lacey pointed out that section 411 (a) (2) would, 
if enacted, make it unlawful after January 1, 1942, for any 
manufacturer or business concern using freight forwarder 
service to own or control a freight forwarder. The League’s 
opposition to such a provision was submitted in the hearings 
before the House committee by J. B. Keeler, chairman of its 
ae committee, March 22 (see Traffic World, March 29, 
p. ‘ 

Omission from the subcommittee substitute of a provision 
that published rates of forwarders for overland service could 
be no lower than the lowest corresponding rate maintained by 
any rail or motor carrier was explained by Chairman Lea on 
the ground that such a provision would deny to the Commission 
the right to exercise its usual discretion in determining what 
a reasonable rate might be and if put in operation would 
deny many shippers the benefit of rates they now had. He 
made this explanation in reply to a letter sent him.by J. V. 
Lawrence, general manager, American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., dealing with that subject. 


RAIL MOVEMENT OF TROOPS 


Nearly one and one-half million members of the nation’s 
armed forces were transported by railroad in the first six 
months of 1941, according to the military transportation section 
of the Association of American Railroads. The transportation 
of this army was accomplished without interference with the 
regular freight and passenger service, it said. 

The total number of men actually moved by the railroads 
in the first half of this year was 1,452,303. This included the 
armed forces of the army, navy, marines and selectees, as well 
as members of the Civilian Conservation Corps. Of that num- 
ber, 859,290 were handled on 2,861 special trains. The remain- 
ing 593,013 were handled on regular trains. Included in the 
latter were 503,425 selectees who for the most part were moved 
from induction stations to reception centers. The largest num- 
ber of selectees moved in any one month took place in March, 
when there were 133,841, with April ranking second with 
103,035. 

Rail movement of armed forces was‘’greater in June than 
in any, except March, of the preceding months, the number 
transported in June having been 279,151, of which 185,391 were 
moved in 611 special trains and 93,760 were handled on reg- 
ular trains. 


ARMY USE OF PUBLIC WAREHOUSES 


Depot quartermasters of the United States army have re- 
ceived instructions from the quartermaster general permitting 
the use of public warehousing facilities when depot storage 
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space is inadequate, according to Harry D. Crooks, consultant 
on warehousing, transportation division, Office of Emergency 
Management. 

Mr. Crooks pointed out that, pursuant to the instructions, 
negotiated contracts might be made with individual warehouse- 
men or groups of warehousemen according to the needs of the 
responsible officer, and that quotations would be on a by-the- 
package-by-the-month basis for storage and handling accord- 
ing to commercial practice. The depot commanding officers, 
he said, were advised the following terms would be obligatory: 


1. Issuance of non-negotiable warehouse receipts. 

2. Delivery of any portion on written order without surrender 
of warehouse receipt. 

3. Goods shali be kept separate from those of private owners, 
even if customarily fungible, but need not be stored in separate rooms 
or separate floor levels. 

4. Storage and other charges to be rendered monthly. 
will be made monthly. 

5. Warehouses will waive their customary lien for storage and 
preservation of the goods. 


Payment 


Red Cap Investigation 


So as to obtain information on conditions and practices of 
employment of red caps by the railroads, as directed by the 
United States Senate in its resolution passed May 15 (see 
Traffic World, May 10, p. 1202, and May 24, p. 1388), the 
wage and hour division of the Department of Labor held its 
first hearing in the matter in the federal court house at Chi- 
cago beginning July 15. Thomas Holland, director of the re- 
search and statistics branch of the division, presided. Addi- 
tional hearings will be held at St. Louis, New York City, Dal- 
las, Tex., and Washington, D. C. It was expected that the 
Chicago hearing would not be completed before Mr. Holland 
left to hold the hearing at St. Louis July 21, and that the 
Chicago hearing would be continued next month, at which time 
railroads would present testimony. 

The Chicago hearing covered all railroad terminals in Chi- 
cago; all Illinois Central terminals; terminals at Minneapolis, 
Milwaukee, Madison, Wis., Omaha, Cincinnati, Columbus, In- 
dianapolis, and Louisville, and the Pere Marquette station at 
Detroit. Those who testified in the first three days were the 
red caps and two individuals who spoke “for the public.” The 
latter were Thomas H. Wright, who said he was a Jecturer for 
New America, an organization interested in economic subjects, 
and Mrs. Marjorie Stewart Joyner, Negro, member of the Na- 
tional Negro Beauty Culturists’ League of America. Both 
testified that in their extensive use of the railroads they had 
been inconvenienced by the so-called ten-cents-a-bag system 
or “check and charge” ticketing of passenger luggage. Most 
of the testimony presented by the red caps indicated their dis- 
satisfaction with that system. There was also testimony on 
former and other present employment arrangements between 
the railroads and the red caps. 


Mr. Wright and Mrs. Joyner testified early in the hearing 
that the practice of many railroads, whereby red caps attached 
a ticket to each piece of baggage carried and charged ten cents 
a bag for the service, resulted in delays to them and to other 
passengers and in unduly excessive charges for red cap services. 
Mrs. Joyner said delay was caused by the time consumed in 
attaching tickets to bags and by the practice of the red caps 
of going into trains to get baggage. Formerly, she testified, the 
red caps obtained the baggage at the door of the train. Because 
the new arrangement cost her more for red cap service, she 
said, she tried to save some money by carrying her own bags. 
“It is the worst thing a woman can do to try to carry her own 
luggage,” she said. Mr. Wright testified that he liked to feel 
that he was tipping the red cap and that the check and charge 
arrangement made him feel that his money was going to the 
railroad and not to the red cap. 


Charles M. Hay, president, Brotherhood of Railway Clerks, 
who appeared in support of the red caps’ claims that the ticket- 
ing system was unfair, asked Mr. Wright several questions. At 
the end of his questioning, Mr. Hay said: “I want you to feel 
I am not cross-examining you, Mr. Wright. I want you to 
understand I feel as you do, that I’m a fellow traveller.” 

Willard Townsend, president, United Transport Service Em- 
ployes of America, the red cap union, testified generally as to his 
knowledge of tipping systems and baggage charges on various 
railroad lines. A few railroads, he said, permitted their red 
cap employes to keep the full amount of their tips and, in 
addition, paid the red caps salaries up to requirements set by 
the fair labor standards act. A few railroads, he continued, 


citing the New York Central, Chicago and North Western, and 
Rock Island as examples, permitted red caps to keep approxi- 
mately nine cents of every dime collected under the ticketing 
arrangement, the other cent being retained by the railroads for 
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accounting expenses. The red caps in most cases, the witness 
said, were required to give all their receipts to their employers 
and were paid salaries no higher than legally required under 
the law. The check and charge plan, he said, had not resulted 
in red cap earnings higher than legal minimum wages even 
when the railroads allowed the red caps to retain part of their 
tips. Mr. Wright was not cross-examined by counsel for the 
railroads, who took the position that he offered no specific 
testimony in support of his statement. 

Leon M. Despres, attorney for the red caps, presented a 
number of witnesses who testified to their experiences as em. 
ployes for the Illinois Central, Chicago and North Western, 
and other companies. The red cap complaints as brought out 
at the hearing included what they termed a speed-up of their 
work without added compensation, failure of the railroads to 
pay salaries not taken out of tips received, and “split shifts” 
causing the employe to stay at stations between times of train 
arrivals or departures without being paid for that wasted time. 
Prentiss Davis, I. C. red cap at New Orleans, testified that a 
New Orleans red cap recently waited on Representative Martin 
Dies of Texas and was asked by the Congressman what the 
charge was for carrying five bags. The red cap replied that 
the Congressman did not owe him anything but owed the rail- 
road 50 cents, the witness said, adding that later a passenzer 
representative of the Southern Pacific who had overheard the 
conversation, admonished the red caps to tell passengers that 
the handling charge was owed to the red caps. 

By cross-examining the witnesses, railroad representatives 
sought to show that the red caps were receiving wages. re- 
quired by law, that the checking arrangement had not resulted 
in inconvenience to passengers; that few passengers had com- 
plained of the present tipping arrangements, and that pas- 
sengers often gave red caps more than the charge for the 
ticketing. 

Leo M. Holstein, supervisory attorney for the wage and 
hour division, also asked questions of witnesses. It was under- 
stood that he would assist Mr. Holland at the various hearings 
and help prepare the informative report which will be sub- 
mitted to the Senate. 

It was expected that the Brotherhood of Railway Clerks 
would present a number of witnesses at the Chicago hearing 
later in the week. 


RAIL PENSION LEGISLATION 

Senator Andrews, of Florida, has introduced S. 1734, a bill 
to amend the railroad retirement act as to payment of joint 
annuities. 

Representative Bennett, of Missouri, has introduced H. R. 
5320, a bill to amend the railroad retirement act so as to pro- 
vide for eligibility for full annuities in the case of individuals 
who shall be sixty years of age or over, have completed fifteen 
years of service, and are totally and permanently disabled. 


RAIL WAGE NEGOTIATIONS 

Members of committees representing railroad management 
and railroad labor, meeting at Chicago the afternoon of July 
11, agreed to begin negotiations on rail labor wage increase de- 
mands at Chicago July 24 (see Traffic World, July 12). Meet- 
ings of the management committee with representatives of the 
operating brotherhoods will begin on that day. Those with non- 
operating union representatives will begin July 25. Thereafter, 
the two groups will meet with the managers’ committee on 
alternating days. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 

The National Mediation Board has certified the designation 
of the Utility Workers’ Organizing Committee of C. I. O. to 
represent the crafts or classes of machinists, boilermakers, thelr 
helpers and apprentices, and power house employes and railway 
shop laborers, and the Brotherhood Railway Carmen of America 
and the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, oper- 
ating through the Railway Employes’ Department, A. F. of L. 
to represent respectively the crafts or classes of carmen, thell 
helpers and apprentices, and electrical workers (including tele- 
phone and signal maintainers), all employes of the Pittsburg 
& Shawmut Railroad Co. The board said it was unable to make 
a certification for the craft or class of blacksmiths, their helpers 
and apprentices, for the reason that no organization received 4 
majority of the valid ballots cast. 

The board also has certified authorization of the Brother- 
hood of Maintenance of Way Employes to represent the craft of 
class of maintenance of way employes (including crossing 
tenders), employed by the Boston & Maine Railroad. 


PROPOSES U. S. PAY PART RAIL PENSIONS 
Passage of the Wheeler-Crosser bill providing for inclusion 
in service periods of railroad employes of time served in the 
army and navy after Dec. 31, 1936, for computation of annuities 
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ynder the railroad retirement act, is urged by the Railroad 
Retirement Board in a report submitted to the interstate com- 
merce committees of Congress. ‘ 

Previous legislation provides for crediting of such service 
prior to Dec. 31, 1936. The cost of the proposal, if it were 
enacted, is estimated at from $2,300,000 to $2,880,000 a year, 
and it is proposed that the government and not the carriers and 
their employes, pay the bill, because, it is contended, it would 
result from the calling of railroad employes into military service 
in time of peace. 

The cost referred to would be the equivalent of the taxes 
now paid by the railroads and their employes adjusted to the 
cases involved. 

The board said it saw no good reason why railroad em- 
ployes now entering military service should not receive credit 
therefor and that they would lose credits under the pension act 
if the legislation were not enacted. 


Perfect Shipping Report 


W. C. Kendall, chairman, car service division, Association 
of American Railroads, has forwarded to C. H. Dietrich, execu- 
tive vice-president, freight claim division, his report on the 
April, 1941, Perfect Shipping Month Campaign. The campaign, 
the report said, “was equally successful as those held in former 
years, although it was held at a time when many industries 
were busily engaged in getting into production for our national 
defense program and the railroads in organizing their facilities 
to handle the increased transportation requirements.” 

One of the results of the campaign, the report continued, 
was the formation of local loss and damage prevention sub- 
committees in communities where there had been none before. 
Such subcommittees, it added, also functioned in all of the 
towns and cities where they had worked heretofore. Although 
figures on the formation of such subcommittees were incom- 
plete, it said, those from the eight regional advisory boards 
reporting on that subject, showed a total of 175 of them func- 
tioning in April, 1941. Many of the subcommittees were now 
organized on a permanent, all-year-round basis, it said. 

Although the total number of shipper-carrier Perfect Ship- 
ping meetings and the total attendance at those meetings was 
somewhat lower in 1941 than in 1940, the report pointed out 
that the number of meetings at which shipper representatives 
outnumbered railroad representatives and the percentage of 
those meeting to the total was higher than last year. The total 
number of shipper-railroad meetings in 1941 was 431 in 306 
cities, as compared with 482 meetings in 319 cities last year. 
Total attendance at the 1941 meetings was 41,776 as compared 
with 49,586 in 1940. Of the 1941 meetings, 120, or 37 per cent, 
had a majority of shipper attendance, as compared with 110 
meetings, or 32.4 per cent last year. 

Adding to the shipper-railroad meetings those held for rail- 

roaad and express company employes and officials brought the 
total to 684 with a total attendance of 56,720, the report said. 
The campaign vocafilm, Perfect Shipping, was shown at 399 
of the 431 shipper-railroad meetings, it said, and at all the 
railroad and express meetings. The vocafilm, generally, it 
added, had a better reception than the 1940 production, although 
there was still criticism, most of it arguing for the use of 
motion pictures instead of vocafilms and for the showing of 
more pictures demonstrating proper methods of packing and 
handling freight. 
__In point of attendance, the largest 1941 meeting was held 
in New York, with 775 present. Second was the Buffalo meet- 
ig, With 750 present, and third, a meeting at Shenandoah, Va., 
with 671 present. These compared with the three largest 1940 
meetings, at Philadelphia, with 1,450 present; at New York, 
with 1,398 present, and at Altoona, Pa., with 750 present. A 
lotal of 278,895 pieces of freight claim prevention material was 
distributed by the 13 regional advisory boards in the 1941 
ampaign. 

The report said that newspaper and magazine space de- 
voted to the campaign in 1941 exceeded that in any previous 
year. Attached to the report were a number of exhibits of 
Pages in business and trade publications, in industrial house 
organs and in railroad employes’ magazines containing special 
stories on loss and damage prevention. A complete copy of 
the March 29, 1941, issue of the Traffic World, with special 
articles on claim prevention, was also attached as an exhibit. 

Included with the report were the reports of the freight 
oss and damage prevention committees of each of the thirteen 
gional advisory boards detailing the activities in each of the 
fegions in the campaign. 





INJURIES INQUIRY BY R. R. B. 
The Senate interstate commerce committee has fevorably 
teported S. Res. 128, providing for an investigation by the Rail- 
toad Retirement Board of injuries and diseases incurred by 


os in the railroad industry (see Traffic World, June 14, 
- 1915). 
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St. Lawrence Waterway 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Members of the House rivers and harbors committee, in 
session July 14 to hear further testimony for or against H. R. 
4927, the bill for approval by Congress of the agreement be- 
tween the United States and Canada, as submitted by Presi- 
dent Roosevelt, for construction of the St. Lawrence seaway 
and power project, argued about the committee’s future course 
of procedure for 45 minutes and then heard statements by 
Frederick K. Wing, city engineer of Buffalo, N. Y., and Rep- 
resentative John C. Butler, of New York, opposing the bill. 

Chairman Mansfield suggested that testimony pertaining 
to harbor improvements on the Great Lakes be dispensed 
with, as not pertinent to the subject matter of the considered 
bill, explaining that such improvements would have to be con- 
sidered only in the event the bill were passed and signed by 
the President. A proposal to limit remaining witnesses to five 
minutes each for statements met objections from several com- 
mittee members. 


T. J. McGrath, executive director of the National St. Law- 
rence Project Conference, said he had a list of 80 witnesses, 
representing lake ports and Atlantic and Gulf ports, the Mis- 
sissippi valley, Chambers of Commerce, labor organizations, 
including the United Mine Workers of America, and railroad 
organizations, who were prepared to testify against the 
project, and about a third of these, he said, were not members 
of his conference. Representative Dondero, of Michigan, and 
Maciejewski, of Illinois, said they had discouraged appearances 
of witnesses from their states, believing their evidence would 
merely be cumulative. Representative Bender, of Ohio, said 
he had conferred with several labor union members, including 
members of the International Garment Workers’ Union, and 
contended they were entitled to a hearing in opposition to the 
project. 

Mr. Wing presented charts, blueprints and a map of the 
City of Buffalo as he testified that the cost of fitting the 
Buffalo harbor for use by ocean-going ships would total 
$46,909,709, broken down as follows: Buffalo river, $7,079,456; 
city ship canal, $1,139,703; harbor entrance, $6,056,369; lake, 
$6,910,161; outer harbor, $3,133,444; union canal, $1,859,259; 
Lackawanna canal, $1,859,259; Erie basin, $2,131,924, and Black 
Rock harbor, $16,740,134. He showed costs designed to ac- 
count for each of these totals, and said they represented only 
the cost of channels necessary for access to specified indus- 
tries, including the Bethlehem, Wickwire and Lackawanna 
steel plants and the flour mills. The Buffalo harbor now was 
21 feet deep, he said. He contended that the estimated cost of 
the St. Lawrence seaway should include harbor developments, 
saying he couldn’t see how the ship canal would be of any 
service unless the harbors were fitted for the traffic. 


Representative Butler, in his statement, took issue with 
representations made in part IV of the report of the St. 
Lawrence Survey, Department of Commerce, to the effect that 
the seaway would cause little loss to the grain elevator in- 
dustry at Buffalo. Citing local union memberships figures 
showing far more than 1,000 employed in that industry, he 
branded as “ridiculous” the statement in the Survey report 
that only about 200 jobs would be affected. 


“This scheme which would tie up so much money and 
material,” he said, “has long been a daydream, but now it 
has become a nightmare to deprive us of just so much money, 
men and material so badly needed for our defense program.” 

Competent engineers should study the over-all costs of the 
seaway, the Maritime Commission should explore requirements 
of ship construction and operating differential subsidies for 
U. S. ships on the Great Lakes that would result from com- 
petition with foreign vessels, and the Interstate Commerce 
Commission should be required to study the effects the pro- 
posed St. Lawrence waterway would have on existing trans- 
portation agencies before action was taken to pass the St. 
Lawrence bill, said Fred M. Renshaw, traffic commissioner of 
the Buffalo, N. Y., Chamber of Commerce, in his testimony 
before the committee. 


Wages of American seamen and other standards of Amer- 
ican shipping would have to be equalized with foreign ship- 
ping through operating differential subsidies, the witness con- 
tended, after observing that American shipping on the high 
seas was now subsidized and that it would have to be sub- 
sidized in the lakes’ ocean trade to correct what would other- 
wise be ‘“‘the most unfair and unjustified discrimination.” But, 
he added, such subsidies would be met by demands for similar 
subsidies from operators on the Mississippi competing with 
the lake lines for foreign commerce; the Gulf ports would 
allege discrimination “and rightfully so,” and the railroads 
serving Gulf and Atlantic ports would also have “a just claim” 
of discrimination. He maintained, further, that there was no 
cheaper method of hauling bulk cargo by water than that 
employed on the New York Barge Canal. He also gave testi- 
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mony to show that the waterway would injure the railroads im- 
measurably. 

A statement of the Niagara Frontier Industrial Traffic 
League was placed in the record of the hearings. It said the 
proposed seaway would attract very little additional commerce 
to and from Buffalo and the Niagara area than moved through 
the present St. Lawrence canals. 

John H. Northrup, supervisor of the Niagara County Board 
of Supervisors, New York, asserted that the seaway had 
been a dream of England since earliest colonial days and 
that the benefits from it would accrue to British ship owners, 
consumers, industry and labor, and not to the people of either 
Canada or the United States. 

George S. Grimm, a member of the Niagara County Board 
of Supervisors, urged that serious, comprehensive study be 
given the question of import trade which, he argued, would 
upset American standards of wages and living. 

John Ulinski, city councilman at Buffalo, disputed claims 
of proponents of the power project, saying there was no power 
shortage, present or potential, on the Niagara frontier. 

Michael E. Regan, chairman of the executive committee 
of the Port of Buffalo Defense Committee, testified July 15. 
He declared the administration was making every attempt to 
steam-roller the opposition to the St. Lawrence project. If 
the project were debated on the question of transportation 
alone, he argued, it would be defeated readily. However, he 
said, the issue was now beclouded with such phases as defense, 
power, and shipbuilding facilities. 

E. J. Sullivan, of Buffalo, president of Local No. 1462 
of the International Longshoremen’s Association, said that 95 
per cent of the freight handled at Buffalo was transshipped, 
and that if the seaway were built, transshipments at Buffalo 
would cease, eliminating hundreds of jobs. 

Coleman T. Perkins, of Buffalo, president of Grain Shovel- 
ers’ Union Local 109 of the International Longshoremen’s 
Association, said completion of the seaway would throw hun- 
dreds of the men he represented out of work, and would per- 
mit cheap foreign labor to enter the Great Lakes region. 

“Reliance for ocean shipbuilding and transportation facili- 
ties on an inland waterway that has its outlet through another 
country, via an indirect route, navigable seven months a year, 
could prove to be a serious handicap from the standpoint of 
defense against international aggression,” said Frederick W. 
Burton, manager of the transportation bureau of the Rochester, 
N. Y., Chamber of Commerce. He gave several examples to 
support his claim that estimated costs of canals were half 
or two-thirds less than actual costs. He also assailed the St. 
Lawrence Survey’s claims of freight charge savings by noting 
instances in which the savings claimed were, according to his 
figures, greater than present transportation costs. 

Charles L. Raper, dean of the College of Business Administra- 
tion and professor of transportation in Syracuse University, and 
chairman of the transportation committee of the Syracuse, N. Y., 
Chamber of Commerce, said, in testifying in opposition to the bill, 
that the problem today was how the existing carriers in the St. 
Lawrence-Great Lakes region could be sustained on the existing 
traffic—not how additional transportation facilities might be pro- 
vided. 


“To spent a great amount of taxpayers’ money for more trans- 
portation in a region where transportation is too abundant, seems 
to us indefensible,” he said. 

He added that the seaway ‘‘would take outbound traffic from 
our private and public carriers and tend to destroy their invest- 
ments” and that it ‘‘would also bring us cheap foreign goods as 
inbound traffic at ballast rates and thereby strike at our makers 
of important materials and products.” 


Statements opposing the project, by August A. Wolf, presi- 
dent of the Tug Firemen and Linemen of the Great Lakes, J. 
Albert Hobbie, president of the Niagara Frontier Planning Asso- 
ciation, of Buffalo, N. Y., and Vincent Coughlin, secretary of Grain 
Elevator Employes Locol No. 1286, International Longshoremen’s 
Association (A. F. of L.), were incorporated in the record of the 
hearings. 


S. Palmer Gaillard, Jr., of Mobile, Ala., attorney for the 
Alabama State Docks Commission, representing also the Mobile 
Chamber of Commerce and the City of Mobile, read a statement 
by Governor Frank M. Dixon, of Alabama, opposing enactment of 
the considered bill, before presenting his own testimony, July 16. 
He said that Mobile River shipyards could build 80 ships a year 
and that they now had contracts for 13 vessels, and contended 
that there were ample facilities for shipbuilding where vessel 
construction could begin immediately, without a wait of four or 
five years as would be necessary if oceangoing ships were to be 
built on the Great Lakes. He argued that freight savings to ship- 
pers should be measured in terms of the difference between what 
they paid existing water carriers and what they would pay other 
water carriers if the seaway were built, and said that on such a 
basis there would be no savings. 
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F. W. Parker, general manager of the Galveston wharves, 
representing the Texas Port Association, read a resolution of that 
association asking the committee not to report the bill favorably, 
He said that Gulf ports, rather than Great Lakes ports, handled 
the majority of U. S. export grain, that diversion of this and other 
commodities to the proposed seaway would injure seriously the 
business of the Gulf ports, that harbor improvements now made 
had been beneficial, but that a saturation point could be reached 
where there would be too many harbors for the traffic available. 

Speaking for the American Merchant Marine Institute, Inc. 
Francis S. Walker, of New York City, attorney for that organiza- 
tion, said it was the belief of the institute that construction of the 
seaway would result in the diversion from American ship opera- 
tors of almost all the traffic which would be shipped via the sea. 
way. He pointed out that, although the channel from Montreal to 
Lake Ontario would be 27 feet deep, only vessels drawing 24 feet 
or less in salt water could use the seaway. He observed that a 
24-foot draft for oceangoing ships was an extremely shallow draft, 
and cited a 1937 report of the Maritime Commission stating that 
only 30 per cent of the world tonnage of over 2,000 tons had drafts 
of 25 feet or less. The tendency now was to build even larger 
ships, he said. Of the limited tonnage which could use the sea- 
way, over 95 per cent was foreign, he noted. He said the institute 
membership represented over one-half of American oceangoing 
vessels of 2,000 tons or more. American operators did not build 
shallow-draft vessels for ocean service, he said, because such 
vessels required crews as large as those of larger ships, making 
their operation unprofitable in view of higher American labor 
costs and the fact that cargo and revenue of the small ships would 
be only one-third of the corresponding figures for deep-draft ships. 
He said the seaway would result in doubling of terminal opera- 
tion costs of U. S. ship lines. 

James W. Danahy, vice-president and managing director of 
the West Side Association of Commerce, of New York City, said 
the seaway might conceivably deprive New York of nearly $300- 
000,000 of its foreign and coastwise freight trade in automobiles, 
grain, and sugar, the loss in these three items amounting to 5% 
per cent of the total value of such trade at the Port of New York. 
The resulting loss of purchasing power by New York would have 
damaging effects on the rest of the country, he contended. 


George H. McCaffrey, testifying on behalf of the Merchants’ 
Association of New York, criticized adversely the national 
defense representations that had been made in support of the 
power phase of the project, saying that the latest report of the 
National Defense Power Survey for March, 1941, showed no 
evidence of either a present or a prospective shortage of power 
in the area affected. 


Cornelius H. Callaghan, manager of the Martime Asso- 
ciation of the Port of New York, said vessels operating on 
the New York barge canal were more than sufficient to take 
care of all the cargo offering from lake ports at low and rea- 
sonable rates. He contended that it was most unlikely that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission would grant a certificate 
of convenience or necessity or permit an operator via the 
seaway to issue a lesser rate than had been published and filed 
by a canal barge operator, “particularly so, when the dis- 
tance via the seaway would be double that via the barge 
canal.” It was not probable, he said, that a seaway operator 
could compete with the canal operator, or that any new busi- 
ness would be created unless unreasonably low freight rates 
were made, “to which both the rail and the barge canal opera- 
tors would have the right to ask for the suspension of such 
rates and to show cause why any such low rates should be 
filed by the seaway operators.” 


J. K. Hiltner, chairman of the legislative committee of 
the Atlantic States Shippers Advisory Board, representing 
also the Commercial Traffic Managers of Philadelphia, assailed 
the “Great Lakes shipyards for defense” argument with the 
statement that coast shipyards would be no more exposed 10 
attack from the air than the many government defense estab- 
lishments now being built in and near Washington. If the 
seaway were built, he said, the railroads would have to pro 
vide and maintain enough equipment to handle the traffic 
the period of 125 to 140 days when the seaway would be closet 
to navigation. This would be unfair to the railroads, he main- 
tained. He cited rates to show that the rate on shipments o 
grain from Chicago to Liverpool via the seaway would be only 
two cents less than the lake-rail-ocean rate via New York. 
not including in the former rate the cost of insurance for the 
canal haul through the St. Lawrence. Foreign grain buyel 
would benefit, but not American farmers, he averred, adding 
that the reduction of grain rates to Gulf ports by Kansas and 
Oklahoma carriers a few years ago did not help the farmers. 
Only 45 per cent of the merchant ships or 29% per cent 0 
the world tonnage could use the seaway, he said. 

Mervin K. Hart, president of the New York State Eco 
nomic Council, said the seaway and power project would 40 
injustice to U. S. taxpayers and would bring the governmen! 
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in competition with private enterprise. He said the bringing of 
the proposal before Congress in the form of a bill, rather than 
before the Senate as a treaty, was dishonest, and unjust to the 
people. He described the project as “a pet project of the 
President.” 

Hugh G. Gergen, vice-president and chairman of the legis- 
lative committee of the Chamber of Commerce of the Borough 
of Queens, N. Y., and the Long Island Association, said the 
seaway would create a situation in which foreign bottoms 
would take a large share of the business in the open season 
“ond we would have to carry the load the rest of the time.” 
The cost of construction and maintenance of the seaway, he 
said, would exceed the aggregate saving on grain freight rates 
for many years to come. He observed that “we need guns, 
ammunition, tanks, ships and war materials now, far more than 
we will need a seaway or more electric power several years 
from now.” 

Governor Leon C. Phillips, of Oklahoma, expressed vigor- 
ous opposition to New Deal spending in general and to the St. 
Lawrence project in particular, describing it as “a boondoggling 
experiment” that would be a burden on future generations 
and expressing the fear that “the course we are now follow- 
ing leads to repudiation.” In language reminiscent of Will 
Rogers, he said the seaway would be used more for import 
than for export of grain. If it should bring about a reduction 
in freight rates to the farmers of North Dakota, then, under 
guthority of the Interstate Commerce Commission, he said, 
the railroads would be entitled to reduce the rate to meet the 
competition of the water rates created “by subsidy of this 
enormous spending in the guise of national defense.” He main- 
tained that the seaway would injure rather than benefit the 
people of his state, and asserted that high freight rates op- 
erated against the use of natural resources of Oklahoma. Coal 
could be shipped from Pennsylvania to Memphis, Tenn., cheaper 
than from Oklahoma through Arkansas, he said. 

“The completed seaway,” he said, ‘would of course fur- 
nish a means for the increased transportation of bulk cargo 
from this country. To the extent used, it would promote im- 
ports of ballast cargo from Europe. Both of these operations 
would seriously cut into the freight traffic of American rail- 
roads, With corresponding reduced hours and wages of Amer- 
ican railroad workers, at present the highest paid labor in 
the world.” 


OPPOSE ST. LAWRENCE CANAL 


Members of the New York Produce Exchange, in a formal 
announcement, stated that they had placed themselves on rec- 
ord as being opposed to a grant by the government for the 
carrying out of preliminary work on the St. Lawrence Seaway 
plan. 

They adopted at a meeting, resolutions to that effect, declar- 
ing that the same reasons existed today as caused the rejec- 
tion of the Great Lakes Seaway treaty in 1934. A copy of the 
resolutions was forwarded to President Roosevelt. The board 
said it would continue its efforts to defeat the measure “which 
would be costly to the taxpayers, and which will fail to in- 
crease the income of middle western farmers whose products 
we have sold for export over the last century.” 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 


In June, 290 ocean-going vessels transited the Panama 
Canal and paid tolls amounting to $1,064,330.88, according to a 
report from the Governor of the Canal to the Secretary of War. 
In June last year, 369 vessels transited the Canal and paid tolls 
of $1,428,249.78, while in May this year there were 352 transits 
and tolls of $1,330,773.84. 

For the twelve months period, July, 1940, through June, 
141, there were 4,727 transits and collected tolls of $18,157,- 
(39.68, as compared with transits of 5,370 and tolls of $21,- 
4675.36 for the same 1939-40 period. 


WATER CARRIER APPLICATIONS 


.,. she Commission has made public a list of approximately 
(00 carriers by water which have filed applications with it for 
authority to continue operation under part III of the interstate 
commerce act, and announced that the following companies 
already engaged in water transportation had filed applications, 
preceded by the docket numbers assigned thereto, for certifi- 
tates covering proposed new operations and for revised cértifi- 
tates or permits, under part III: 
D 22. Petroleum Navigation Co.; W-210, National Barge Co.; W-281, 
- ta Steamship Co, Inc.; W-310, Weyhgandt & Putman; W-335, C. G. 
Villis; W-336, Pop & Talbot, Inc. (McCormick Steamship Co. divi- 
Sion); W-365, Fred Linderman, trustee for Standard Battery Separator 
- (S. S. Daisy Gadsby); W-460, St. Johns River Line Co.; W-471, 
Ta, Shipping Coe. W-550, Brookfield Co.; W-771, Brayard Marine 
Msportation Corporation; and W-804, Atlantic Coast Steamship Co. 


The following applications, preceded by the docket numbers 
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assigned thereto, have been filed with the Commission by water 
carriers asking for exemption from regulation under part III: 

W-253, C. R. Harms, Jr., owner of Harms Marine Service; 
W-315, Huron Transpn. Co.; W-320, Materials Transport Co.; 
W-323, The Motor Ship “Edgar D. Williams,” Inc.; W-338, 
Eclipse Lighterage & Transpn. Co.; W-366, Arthur Champion; 
W-368, New St. Louis & Calhoun Packet Corp.; W-369, P. G. 
Valentine & Harvey N. Todd, dba Valentine & Todd; W-375, 
W. Horace Williams Co.; W-412, Boston Tow Boat Co.; W-430, 
The New Haven Towing Co.; W-446, James McWilliams Blue 
Line, Inc.; W-448, Alaska S. S. Co.; W-468, Atlantic Navigation 
Co.; W-496, The MclIrene Co.; W-568, Marvin D. Eblen and 
Katherine K. Cooper—Eblen & Cooper; W-530, Wood Towing 
Corp.; W-561, Wash. Tug & Barge Co.; W-562, Willapa Barge 
Co.; W-563, American Tug Boat Co.; W-564, Gilkey Bros.; 
W-565, Bellingham Tug & Barge Co.; W-566, McEwen Bros.; 
W-567, Johnson Tug & Barge Co.; W-568, Pioneer Towing Co.; 
W-569, Olympic Towing Co.; W-570, Shively Tow Boat Co.; 
W-571, Pacific Tow Boat Co.; W-572, Wagner Tug Boat Co.; 
W-573, Bert Hurst; W-574, Waterman Towing Co.; W-575, 
Pioneer Transport Co.; W-576, Olson Tug Boat Co.; W-577, 
Pioneer Tug Boat Co.; W-578, Capital City Tug Co.; W-579, 
W. R. Osborn—Pac. Contracting Co.; W-580, Drummond Light- 
erage Co.; W-581, Allman Hubble Tug Boat Co.; W-582, Delta 
V. Smyth; W-583, Cary-Davis Tug & Barge Co.; W-584, Hubble 
Towing Co.; W-585, Tacoma Tug & Barge Co.; W-586, Puget 
Sound Tug & Barge Co.; W-587, Foss Launch & Tug Co.; 
W-588, Olympic Oil & Wood Products Co.; W-605, W. G. Bush 
& Co., Inc., &/or SanGravel Co., Inc.; W-610, Producers Pipe 
Line Co.; W-632, Ralph Ralke; W-635, Jacksonville Forward- 
ing Co.; W-655, Ross Towboat Co.; W-660, N. O. Coal & Bisso 
Towboat Co., Inc.; W-661, Otis Barge Line, Inc.; W-715, Woods 
Lumber Co., dba River Log Co.; W-731, Harbor Transport Co.; 
W-779, Colle Towing Co., Inc.; W-781, Norton E. Lloyd; W-782, 
Socony-Vacuum Oil Co., Inc.; W-784, Tug Robert H., Inc.; 
W-785, The Monitor Towing Co., Inc.; W-791, Pfeifer Barge 
Co., Inc.; W-803, S. J. Watkins; W-805, Marion Lawrence 
French; W-810, Hammond Shipping Co., Ltd.; W-817, George 
Williams; W-820, Edmund White; W-821, G. M. Cox Shipyard, 
Inc.; W-825, Grizzaffi Motor Co.; W-826, Randle-Stephens Tow- 
ing Co. 


TEMPORARY WATER AUTHORITY 


In W-812, Sutton Line, Inc., New York, N. Y., the Com- 
mission, by division 4, has granted authority to operate until 
November 29, under section 311(a) of part III of the interstate 
commerce act, aS a common carrier of passengers by water 
between New York, N. Y., and Roton Point, Park, Conn. It 
said there was an immediate and urgent need for such service 
and that there was not available any carrier service capable 
of meeting such need. 


Great Lakes Lines Merger 


With a view to saving themselves from financial ruin by 
converting present deficits into a profit, the Great Lakes Transit 
Corporation and the Minnesota-Atlantic Transit Co., operating 
vessels of the Great Lakes, have asked the Commission for 
authority, in Finance No. 13378, application of the Great Lakes 
Transit Corporation and Minnesota-Atlantic Transit Co. for 
authorization of Great Lakes to acquire control of Minnesota- 
Atlantic through ownership of its stock, and for authorization 
of the consolidation or merger of the franchises, etc., to com- 
bine their operations. The Great Lakes is to acquire the 1,000 
shares of Minnesota-Atlantic shares of stock from the Terminals 
& Transportation Corporation at its book value after distribution 
of certain assets, the purpose being a complete merger of the 
two lines in the Great Lakes Transit Corporation. 

The financial troubles of the two lines are attributed to 
truck competition forcing down the rates of the all-rail com- 
petitors of the two applicants, the rates of which are made 
differentially under those of the railroads; the moving of the 
milling industry from Minneapolis and the southwest to Buf- 
falo, the falling off of exports and the establishment of indus- 
tries in the northwestern territory to which the lines formerly 
carried more traffic than they do now. 

Among the stipulations in the contract between the two 
companies is one under which Great Lakes agrees to employ 
H. T. Hoopes, now president of the Minnesota-Atlantic, as 
president and general manager, and John L. Losie, now vice- 
president of Minnesota-Atlantic, as vice-president and assistant 
general manager, and to cause to be elected as directors of the 
Great Lakes two nominees of the Terminals and Transportation 
Corporation, owner of the Minnesota-Atlantic stock. 

According to the application the aggregate of the deficit 
in net income of the two companies since 1933 has been $2,355,- 
269.26 for the Great Lakes and $32,424 for the Minnesota. The 
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latter was put into receivership in 1930 from which it emerged 
in 1935. The profitable years of the Great Lakes prior to 1923, 
the applicants said, had enabled it thus far to escape receiver- 
ship and insolvency. There was no immediate prospect, said 
the applicants, of this condition improving. Strenuous efforts 
to replace lost business had been made, they added, but the 
accomplishment had not been great. With respect to west- 
bound tonnage, the application said the industrial development 
in the west of branches of eastern manufacturers, coupled with 
the growth of the beet sugar industry in the west, had sub- 
stantially, and apparently permanently, reduced the westbound 
movement. 

Throughout the period, the applicants said, there had been 
a steady increase in operating expenses due principally to in- 
crease in wages, increase in the personnel on vessels, chanve™ 
in the laws governing navigation and safety at sea and taxes. 
The outstanding item in the tax bill was social security a.. 
old age benefit taxes, they indicated. 

After reciting efforts to reduce expenses the applic 
said they estimated that as the result of the contract for sale 
and purchase to carry out the proposed consolidation a profit 
of $245,000 based on the experience of 1940, contrasted with an 
aggregate loss by both lines in that year of $150,373, repre- 
senting an improvement of nearly $400,000. The proposed 
transaction, the applicants said, would afford adequate trans- 
portation service to the public. 

With respect to the interests of carrier employes, the appli- 
cants said the consummation of the transaction did not con- 
template any reduction in the total number of vessels regu- 
larly in service nor in the number of navigating personnel, 
presently aggregating 375 men. They said that the longshore- 
men were not direct employes but the thought was that about 
as many of such men would be needed after as before the 
merger. 

Great Lakes has operated since 1916 and Minnesota-Atlanti- 
since 1923. Except as to the stock ownership of the Terminals 
& Transportation Co. of the Minnesota-Atlantic, the application 
said there were no intercorporate relationships. 


EXPORTING PHARMACEUTICALS 


Attention has been called by the Department of Com- 
merce to the importance of checking destinations and ultimate 
uses of chemicals, medicinals and pharmaceutical products pur- 
chased in the United States by Latin American companies. It 
said: 

It is not advocated that United States pharmaceutical exporters 
refuse Latin American business in general. In cases, however, where 
manufacturers of biological products, pharmaceuticals and drugs in 
Latin America have the avowed primary purpose of exporting to 
neighboring South American countries, after securing the bulk of their 
raw materials from the United States, caution should be exercised 
against the shipment of material that soon may prove essential to the 
survival of similar industries in the United States. 

At this time every precaution should be taken, not only with ref- 
erence to trade with Axis-controlled or sympathetic business organi- 
zations in Latin America, but with reputable companies who buy, not 
for their immediate and domestic needs, but to build up new business 
at the expense of United States industries. 


New Shipbuilding Program 


The Maritime Commission announced, following President 
Roosevelt’s press conference statement he was asking Congress 
for $1,698,000,000 in appropriations and contract authorizations 
for additional merchant ships (see Traffic World, July 12), that 
the expanded shipbuilding program called for construction of 
566 additional ships of more than 5,500 000 deadweight tons, at 
an estimated cost of nearly $1,246,650,000. 

The new program and that already under way, will bring 
the total estimated cost of ship construction under the national 
emergency to approximately $3,110,000,000, according to the 
commission. All the ships in this expansion are scheduled to be 
completed and in service by the end of 1943. 

The entire combined commission program now contem- 
plates future construction of approximately 1,200 vessels, of 
which 730 are of the emergency cargo type, known as the EC-2. 
In addition nearly 100 ships already have been built under the 
long-range program begun in 1938. Vessels already under 
order by the commission and others, total approximately 8,160,- 
000 deadweight tons. 

The total of $3,110,000,000, the commission said, did not in- 
clude $350,000,000 asked for requisition, purchase and repair 
of existing ships, either foreign or domestic, in connection with 
the national defense emergency or the aid-to-the-democracies 
program. 

The ships to be constructed under this supplemental appro- 
priation consist of 418 of the EC-2 type, totaling 4,389,000 dead- 
weight tons; 24, C-3 cargo ships of standard Maritime Commis- 
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sion design; 42, C-2 cargo vessels; 18, C-1 cargo vessels; 39 of 
an adaptation of the C-2 type, which it is planned to constru¢t 
in yards on the Great Lakes; and 25 ocean-going tugs of 150 to 
200 gross tons. 

Merchant ship production in the country, under the ep. 
larged program, is estimated by the commission as follows: 


In the last half of 1941, 623,206 deadweight tons, made up of 
444,206 tons under Maritime Commission contract, 158,800 under private 
contract, and 20,200 under direct contract by the British government. 

In 1942, when the peak of construction will be reached, the estj- 
mated production is 6,642,649 deadweight tons; of this 5,593,249 j, 
tonnage under Maritime Commission contract, 463,600 under private 
contract, and 585,800 under direct British contract. 

For the year 1943, the estimated production is 6,552,871 deadweight 
tons, of which 6,366,671 tons is for Maritime Commission contract, an 
186,200 is for private account. 

These estimates indicate that production in 1942 and 1943 will reach 
an average of approximately two ships a day. 


The sixteenth keel in the commission’s emergency ship con. 
struction program has been laid at the yard of the California 
Shipbuilding Corporation, Los Angeles. 


CONTROL OF EXPORTS 


The Secretary of State has issued general licenses for the 
exportation of camelback to various destinations. 

The Administrator of Export Control] has issued export 
control schedule No. 13, adding tachometers to the forms, 
conversions, and derivatives of aircraft parts, equipment, and 
accessories other than those listed in the proclamation of 
May 1, 1937. 

The Department of Commerce has announced that addi- 
tional unlimited licenses have been issued by the Department 
of State to the British Purchasing Commission, authorizing 
the exportation of certain specified products to various coun- 
tries of the British Empire and Egypt without requiring the 
presentation of an approved indiv‘dual export license. How- 
ever, the appropriate symbol and license number need to 
aprear on the Shinper’s Export Declaration; these are obtain- 
able from the British Purchasing Commission, Adams Build- 
ing, 1333 F St., N. W., Washington, D. C. The products involved 
are as follows: 

Zine pigments, including zinc oxide, leaded zinc oxide, 
zinc sulfide and lithopone; titanium pigments, including, titan- 
ium dioxide; chrome pigments containing 10 per cent or more 
chromium, including chromic oxide (chrome green), lead 
chromate (chrome yellow) and zinc chromate; cadmium pig- 
ments, including cadmium sulfide and cadmium lithopone; and 
preparations containing quinine (nonproprietary and _ proprie- 
tary); iron and steel tanks; vegetable oil seeds; vegetable and 
= oil bearing raw materials; pine oil; rosin, and camel- 
ack. 


RAIL AND BARGE LINE OWNERSHIP 


Examiner R. R. Molster heard five witnesses, appearing 
for the applicants, July 11, in a hearing on an application of 
the Atlas Corporation, of Jersey City, N. J., the Ogden Cor- 
poration, also of Jersey City, and the Litchfield & Madison 
Railway Co., in Finance No. 13322, to determine under section 
5 of the interstate commerce act the fact of competition or 
possibility of competition with respect to operation of the Litch- 
field & Madison and the Mississippi Valley Barge Line Co. un- 
der common control through stock ownership (see Traffic 
World, June 7, p. 1429). 

The witnesses were: Camden McVey, of New York City, 
an executive of the Atlas Corporation, an investment company; 
L. W. Childress, of St. Louis, president of the Mississippi Valley 
Barge Line, and G. C. Taylor, superintendent of the line; 
Charles T. Campbell, president of the Campbell Transportation 
Co., and W. J. Strome, of St. Louis, traffic manager of the 
Litchfield & Madison. The applicants presented evidence t0 
show that there was no substantial competition as between the 
Litchfield & Madison and the barge line. In the event the 
Commission concludes that the railroad-barge line relationsh'? 
does set up de facto competition within the meaning of the att, 
the applicants ask that an order be entered authorizing main- 
— and continuance of the present status in the public 
interest. 


PURCHASE OF FOREIGN VESSELS 


Edward H. Foley, general counsel of the Treasury Depatt- 
ment, announced July 14 the purchase by the United States, 
under the ship requisitioning act, of four Italian ships tied _U? 
in U. S. ports. The ships were the Clara, at Savannah, Ga. 
the Ircania and Confidentia, at Jacksonville, Fla., and the 
Colorado, at Galveston, Tex. He said the ships were requis 
tioned by the Maritime Commission. 
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Ship Priority Bill Signed 


President Roosevelt has signed H. R. 4700, called the ship 
warrants act, authorizing the Maritime Commission to fix 
priorities for shipping so that national defense requirements 
may be met expeditiously. : 

The act authorizes the President to delegate its administra- 
tion to the commission which said the effective date of opera- 
tion of the law would be announced definitely following the 
President’s authorization to the commission to formulate rules 
and regulations subject to the President’s approval. In a 
statement explaining the provisions of the bill the commission 
said: 

Under the terms of the act, the commission is empowered to grant 
preference in the use of shore facilities to all ships that cooperate 
with national defense by following approved trade routes and by 
carrying vital cargoes. 

The act alse protects the interests of the public by furnishing a 
means of control over transportation charges for carrying defense ma- 
terials and those intended for public consumption. Carriers receiving 
and holding warrants will be required not to charge more than pre- 
scribed maxima, 

Foreign vessels using United States ports are included under the 
terms of the act. Most steamship lines have been cooperating with 
defense demands on a voluntary basis. While shipping is not obligated 
to sail under warrants, the act will offer many advantages to warrant 
holders. 

For instance, ships with warrants will receive preference in the 
joading and discharging of cargo, the procurement of bunker fuel and 
coal, towing, the overhauling, drydocking and repairing in shipyards, 
and ali other port services. 

The ship warrants system follows the same general priorities plan 
which has been adopted by the government in the field of essential 
defense goods, 

Two classes of warrants will be issued at the present time. Class 
A-l will be given to vessels over 1,000 gross tons employed in the 
transportation of cargoes vital to national defense. This will cover the 
importation of substantial quantities of strategic and critical materials, 
the transportation of other materials when requested by any defense 
agency, and the transportation in the foreign or domestic commerce of 
the United States of materials deemed by the Commission to be essen- 
tial to defense. Class A-1 also will apply to railroad car ferries, tugs, 
salvage ships and others used in servicing vessels. 

Class A-2 will apply to vessels over 1,000 gross tons employed in 
the transportation of cargoes deemed by the Commission to be essen- 
tial to the economic welfare of the United States. 

A third order of priority, Class A-3, will consist of vessels less 
than 1,000 gross tons other than railroad car ferries, tugs, salvage 
and other servicing vessels. Vessels in this category need not apply 
for warrants, nor will warrants be issued for them. They are to 
exhibit their license papers to facilities as evidence of their classifi- 
cation, 

As between warrant holding vessels, shore facilities shail give 
priority to ships in accordance with the ascending order of the classes 
shown by their warrants. 

As a voluntary system of control is already in operation, the 
change to control under the warrants system can be effected easily 
and efficiently. the Commission believes. Warrants in most cases will 
be valid for six months. However, a warrant is revocable at any time 
without notice. According to the law, wilfull violations of the com- 
mission's regulations are punishable by a fine of not more than $5,000 
or by imprisonment for not more than two years or both. 

Great Britain has had a warrants system in operation for con- 
siderable time and it has proven effective. By adopting a similar sys- 
tem in the United States, it means that a major part of the world’s 
shipping facilities on the present world trade routes will be under 
the warrants plan of control. 


M. C. LEASE OF TERMINAL 


One bid, offering $31,500 rental a year for pier No. 6 and 
the water area north of that pier to within 140 feet south of 
bier No. 4, together with adjoining land, was opened by the 
Maritime Commission July 15 as the time for submitting bids 
for leasing part of the commission’s terminal at Hoboken, N. 
J. expired. The bidder was the firm of Tietjen & Lang, of 
New York City. 


MARITIME COMMISSION DEFENDED 


Representatives Brooks, of Louisiana, and Sparkman, of 
Alabama, in a minority report submitted to the House military 
affairs committee, defended the defense activities of the Mari- 
time Commission. A majority report recently criticized the 
commission with respect to movement of strategic defense ma- 
terials. The minority commended the commission and said 
that, all in all, the criticism was unfair. 


“COASTER” AND TUG BIDS 


The Maritime Commission received bids from a total of 
ten Shipyards on two types of harbor tugs and one type of 
small, single-screw cargo vessels known as a “coaster,” July 

_Four companies submitted bids on the tug boats, on the 
basis of building one to six. They were the Sullivan Dry Dock 
& Repair Co., Brooklyn, N. Y., Birchfield Boiler, Inc., Tacoma, 
Wash., Southwest Welding & Manufacturing Co., Alhambra, 
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Calif., and Steel Construction Co., Portland, Ore., the lowest 
adjusted price being $344,000, the lowest fixed price, $367,000. 

Bidders on the “coasters” were: Savannah Shipyards, Inc., 
Savannah, Ga., Brunswick Marine Construction Corporation, 
Brunswick, Ga., Lake Superior Shipbuilding Co., Superior, 
Wis., Albina Engine & Machine Works, Inc., Portland, Ore., 
Basalt Rock Co., Inc., Napa, Calif., and United Engineering 
Co., Ltd., San Francisco, Calif. The Basalt Rock Co. submitted 
the low fixed priced bid of $1,324,616 a ship for construction 
of four of the vessels, and the Albina corporation had the low 
adjusted price bid of $1,185,500 each for nine ships. 


Seizure of Foreign Ships 


Sixteen Axis merchant ships formally ordered seized by 
Secretary of the Treasury Morganthau, will be put into use in 
connection with the national defense program, just as soon as 
repair of sabotage damage can be completed, according to the 
Maritime Commission. 

The extent of the damage done by the crews of the sixte~ 
ships—15 Italian and 1 German—was revealed when the com- 
mission announced that expenditure of more than $3,000,000 
had been authorized to put the ships in condition for operation. 
Authorizations for repair on individual ships ranged from 
$60,000 to $280,000, the commission said. 

Allocation of the ships, it was stated, would not be finally 
determined until they are ready for service. 

Acting under the provisions of the ship requisition act, the 
Martime Commission took over 16 more Danish cargo vessels 
July 12. 

The move made more than 95,000 deadweight tons of ship- 
ping available for the defense needs of the United States, it 
said. Two of the ships at New York, the Australian Reefer and 
the Sicilien, will be turned over to the Army. Allocation of 
the other ships would be made later, the commission stated. 

A total of 31 Danish ships have now been acquired by the 
commission. The ships were part of the 84 idle foreign vessels 
which recently became subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States. 


DELIVERY OF M. C. VESSELS 


The Maritime Commission has announced the delivery of 
two more new merchant ships, bringing to 97 the total of ships 
completed in its 500-ship long-range construction program. 
The Robin Sherwood, a C-2 cargo vessel of 10,000 deadweight 
tons, was delivered July 16 to the Seas Shipping Co., Inc., of 
New York City, by the Bethlehem Steel Co. from its Sparrows 
Point, Md., yard. The Alcoa Pilgrim, a C-1 cargo vessel of 
9,398 deadweight tons, was delivered July 17 to the Alcoa 
Steamship Co., Inc., New York City, by the Bethlehem Steel 
Co. from its San Francisco yard. 


Water Carrier Earnings 


Large carriers by water reporting to the Commission, those 
having annual operating revenues of more than $500,000, had 
increases of 24.6 per cent in freight revenue and 30.7 per cent 
in passenger revenue for the first quarter this year as com- 
pared with the same period last year, according to a Commis- 
sion compilation of revenue and traffic of 35 of such carriers, 
statement Q-650. 

For the first quarter this year the carriers had freight 
revenue of $23,447,215, passenger revenue of $3,036,422, carried 
4,517,493 tons of revenue freight, and transported 1,121,865 rev- 
enue passengers, as compared with $18,820,049, $2,322,503. 
3,768,137 and 709,751, respectively, for the same quarter last 
year. 

The compilation, which divides the carriers into various 
groups, namely, the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, the Great Lakes, 
the Mississippi River and tributaries, and the Pacific Coast, 
shows that all the carriers had substantial increases in freight 
revenue, except three. These, the Peninsular & Occidental 
Steamship Co., the Canadian Pacific Ry. Co. steamers, and 
the Western Transportation Co., reported respective decreases 
of 10.8, 9.1 and 10.1 per cent. 

The Atlantic and Gulf coasts groups, for the first quarter 
this year, had freight revenue of $14,492,661, carried 2,550,213 
tons of revenue freight, had passenger revenue of $2,231,660, 
and carried 179,192 revenue passengers, as compared with 
$11,686,576, 2,074,818, $1,800,700 and 156,693, respectively, for 
the same period last year. 

The Great Lakes group, for the first quarter this year, 
had freight revenue of $115,627, carrier 18,477 tons of revenue 
freight, had passenger revenue of $766, and carried 204 revenue 
passengers, as compared with $90,481, 15,547, $1,237 and 291, 
respectively, for the same quarter last year. 

The Pacific coast group, for the first quarter this year, had 
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freight revenue of $5,989,531, carrier 1,161,271 tons of revenue 
freight, had passenger revenue of $803,996, and carried 942,469 
revenue passengers, as compared with $4,837,151 1,161,271, 
$520,566 and 552,767, respectively, for the same quarter last 
year. 

The Mississippi River and tributaries group, consisting of 
American Barge Line Co., Inc., Federal Barge Lines, and Mis- 
sissippi Valley Barge Line Co., which reported no passenger 
operations, in the first quarter this year had freight revenue of 
$2,849,396 and carried 787,532 tons of revenue freight, as com- 
pared with $2,205,841 and 697,784, respectively, for the same 
period last year. Freight revenues of American, Federal Barge, 
and Mississippi Valley, were $820,113, $1,229,917, and $799,365 
respectively, for the first quarter this year, as compared with 
$630,788, $1,138,904 and $436,149, for the same period last year. 


PREFERENCE FOR SHIP WAYS 


To speed production of merchant ships vitally needed for 
defense, the priorities division, Office of Production Manage- 
ment, has announced the issuance of blanket preference ratings 
to about twenty ship yards now engaged in building ship ways. 

“The preference ratings are to be used only for material 
going into the ship ways and for certain specified equipment 
to outfit the ways for production,” says the division of priorities. 

All the ship ways governed by the blanket ratings are being 
built under contract with the United States Maritime Commis- 
sion or under its direction. 





LAKE VESSEL CLEARANCES 


Representative Bradley, of Michigan, has introduced H. R. 
5289, a bill to dispense with the requirements of clearance and 
entry for United States vessels on the Great Lakes which touch 
at Canadian ports for bunker fuel only. 


SHIP RADIO OPERATORS 


To help meet the demand for radiotelegraph operators 
in the expanding United States merchant marine, the Federal 
Communications Commission has ordered suspension for six 
months of the requirement in section 13.61 of its rules govern- 
ing commercial radio operators that such operators possess 
six months previous ship service to be eligible for employment 
as the single radio operator on a cargo ship. 

This action is pursuant to public law number 155 approved 
July 8, 1941, amending section 353 (b) of the communications 
act. The provisions requiring the holding of a suitable license, 
showing the operator is qualified by reason of having passed the 
prescribed examination, remain in effect. Under the commis- 
sion’s order, graduates of the Maritime Commission’s radio 
schools who have obtained FCC licenses will be eligible for 
employment on cargo ships. 


RATES TO VLADIVOSTOK 


In view of the interest shown by some owners of American 
flag vessels regarding the possibility of operating to Vladivostok. 
the Maritime Commission has announced that it will sanction 
— rates which do not exceed a reasonable ceiling for this 
trade. 

“Rates on traffic from United States ports to Vladivostok 
shall not be in excess of the applicable rates established by the 
Far East Conference and the Pacific Westbound Conference, 
as effective on April 30, 1941, to the conference base ports of 
Manila and Hong Kong,” the commission stated. 

At the present time there are no United States vessels 
engaged in trade to Vladivostok. 

The commission, in an effort to make the most efficient 
utilization of available tonnage for the transportation of 
strategic materials and vital commerce, was anxious to main- 
tain berth and charter rates at a reasonable level in keeping 
with the interests of national defense, it said. 


MANNING OF VESSELS 


Chairman Bland, of the House committee on merchant 
marine and fisheries, favorably reported, with amendments, 
H. R. 4446, providing for employment of seamen on American 
vessels with one year’s experience. Existing law permits 25 
per cent of the deck crew to be able seamen of one year's 
experience. The bill would increase this to 50 per cent because 
of the shortage of seamen. The House passed the bill and 
sent it to the Senate. 





MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 

The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 102489, John Rosenholm, Jr., contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of July 3; MC 102396, Earl Cogdell & Son’s, common 
carrier application, as of June 23; MC 102361, Sub. No. 1, Gor- 
don Hill, common carrier application, as of June 21; MC 102344, 
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Clarence Engebretsen, common carrier application, as of June 
21; MC 102282, Jeff Davis, common carrier application, as of 
June 23; MC 102170, Howard Bland, common carrier applica. 
tion, as of June 19; MC 102159, Orlo H. Rust, common carrier 
application, as of June 23; MC 102048, Sub. No. 1, Armstrong 
Warehouse & Transfer Co., Inc., extension—Oklahoma, as of 
June 23; MC 101943, Thomas Carnazza, common Carrier appli- 
cation, as of June 23; MC 101940, Bill Whalen and Cornelius 
Whalen, dba Bill Whalen Transfer Co., common carrier appli- 
cation, as of June 19; MC 101894, Walter Winfield Kassner, dha 
Industrial Transfer Co., contract carrier application, as of June 
21; MC 101758, A. Knutson, common carrier application, as of 
June 23; MC 101437, Ace Cartage Co., Inc., common carrier 
application, as of June 23; MC 101343, Matthew S. Dzik, dba 
Ogden Express, common carrier application, as of June 19; MC 
101148, William E. Dale, dba Twin City Warehouse Co., com- 
mon carrier application, as of June 19; MC 96326, Paul Kreier 
and Eugene Kreier, dba Paul Kreier Transfer, common carrier 
application, as of June 19; MC 96324, Emery Ellers, dba Ellers 
Taxi and Transfer Co., common carrier application, as of June 
23; MC 96317, Joseph Rosa, common carrier application, as of 
June 19; MC 96249, W. W. Holmes, contract carrier application, 
as of June 21; MC 96221, George Peter Harris, dba Harris Mo- 
tor Express, common carrier application, as of June 19; MC 
96172, Frank Gorny, dba Chicago Motor Service, common car- 
rier application, as of June 19; MC 95863, Sub. No. 1, John M. 
Riley, extension—dump trucks, as of June 19; MC 93844, Lee 
B. Wolbers, contract carrier application, as of June 21; MC 
89542, Sub. No. 1, Arthur J. Carr and Pete Pederson, dba Da- 
kota Transport, extension of operations—Bismarck, N. D.., as of 
June 19; MC 77568, Sub. No. 1, Purl F. Lytle, extension of 
operations, Jefferson County, Ore., as of June 23; MC 76575, 
Sub. No. 1, John E. Armstrong, dba John E. Armstrong Truck 
Service, common carrier application, as of June 10; MC 75840, 
Sub. No. 6, Malone Freight Line, Lister extension, as of June 
20; MC 69219, sub. No. 2, E. B. Faus, dba Faus Transportation 
Co., extension of operations, New Mexico, as of June 23; MC 
61174, Sub. No. 1, Arthur Muller, common carrier application, 
as of June 23; MC 50217, Sub. No. 1, Edward L. Ecker, com- 
mon carrier application, as of June 10; MC 49201, W. G. Man- 
ning, dba Pacific Coast Forwarding Co., broker application, as 
of June 23; MC 48948, Sub. No. 1, Charles C. Chute, common 
carrier application, as of June 23; MC 40860, Sub. No. 2, W. A. 
Slater, dba Northwest Film Service, extension of operations— 
Washington, as of June 23; MC 36220, Sub. No. 1, D. L. Foss, 
common carrier application, as of June 19; MC 35397, Sub. No. 
2, H. W. Denton, dba Denton Truck Line, extension—St. Louis, 
Mo., as of June 24; MC 30340, Sub. No. 1, Travis Brem, dba 
Brem Motor Express, extension of operations New Mexico high- 
ways 26 and 27, as of June 21; MC 26970, Sub. No. 2, Roger 
A. Etzler, extension—household furnishings, as of June 19; MC 
13868, Sub. No. 1, Edward Francis Riley, extension—Louisiana, 
as of June 23; MC 6746, Sub. No. 1, Isaac Arthur Taylor, dba 
American Motor Freight Co., extension of operations—Lake 
Washington Pontoon bridge, as of June 21; MC 1954, Sub. No. 
3, Lubbock Transfer & Storage Co., extension, Arkansas, as of 
June 19; MC 669, Sub. No. 1, Clarence Wyatt, extension— 
Ampthill-Richmond Deep Water terminal, as of June 23; MC 
102489, John Rosenholm, Jr., contract carrier application, 4s 
of July 3. 


EASTMAN’S TRUCK BOOST QUOTED 


Statements made by Chairman Eastman, of the Commis- 
sion, in support of the use of trucks in “taking the load off the 
railroads,” at the meeting of the National Association of Ship- 
pers’ Advisory Boards at Chicago, June 19 (see Traffic World, 
June 21, p. 1577), are being circulated by the National Highway 
Users Conference in a folder headed, “Defense Requires All 
Transportation,” and with other captions as follows: ‘“Inter- 
state Commerce Commission Chairman Urges Use of Trucks 
in Defense Transportation Emergency,” and “Railroads Will 
Need Help—Joseph B. Eastman.” 


The conference quoted the chairman’s statements, among 
others, that “trucks have unusual advantages in meeting trans- 
portation emergencies because of their great flexibility and 
opportunity quickly to be mobilized and thrown into this or that 
breach;” that transportation facilities would be strained to the 
utmost “before we are through,” and that railroads were going 
to need all the help they could get. 

When he made these remarks Chairman Eastman said he 
noticed M. J. Gormley, executive assistant, Association of 
American Railroads, shake his head, and added: “I do not fully 
agree with him on that point.” Later, Mr. Gormley said: 


“Let me say first to yov, Mr. Eastman, that we don’t want 
you starting in to relieve u. of any business, by the trucks 
any other method. The railroads do not ask to be relieved 
of any traffic. 
business. 


They are still in the game of looking for more 
They need the money.” 
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(ommon-Private Motor Carriage 


A communication from the Commission, reproduced in a 
bulletin to the members of the Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau, by W. L. Meyers, chief of the bureau’s section of tar- 
iffs, asserts that combination transportation consisting of an 
initial bulk movement across a state line in private trucks and 
distribution within the destination state by common carrier 
trucks is, in fact, interstate transportation. 

The movement directly involved in the problem submitted 
to the Questions and Answers department of the Traffic World, 
and later to the Commission, was one of catalogs carried in 
private trucks from Chicago, Ill., to Milwaukee, Wis., and dis- 
tributed to various Wisconsin destinations from the latter 
point by motor common carriers. 

As originally submitted to the Traffic World, the sequence 
of the common carrier and private carrier movement was re- 
served—that is, it outlined an intrastate Illinois movement to 
Chicago and movement from that point to Milwaukee and 
Gary, Ind., by private truck. Also, the question as submitted, 
did not state whether the common carrier movement to Chi- 
cago was by rail or truck. On the former assumption, the reply 
was that the movement was, in fact, intrastate transportation 
(see Traffic World, April 5, p. 884). Subsequently, the ques- 
tion was resubmitted, making plain that the Illinois movement 
to Chicago was via common carrier truck, and asserting that 
the Chicago district office of the Commission’s motor carrier 
bureau had expressed the opinion that the whole movement 
was interstate. To that the reply was that there was a dis- 
tinction under the law, on combination common-private carrier 
transportation, based on whether the common carrier part of 
the movement was via rail or via common carrier truck (see 
Traffic World, May 10, p. 1234). The point was, the answer 
stated, that Part I of the act applied only to carriage wholly 
by rail or partly by rail and partly by water operating under 
“common control, management or arrangement for a continuous 
shipment,” whereas Part II applied to carriage by motor ve- 
hicle engaged in interstate or foreign commerce without any 
limitation. On that basis, the answer agreed with the opinion 
of the district office of the motor carrier bureau. 


A number of members of the Central States Bureau, how- 
ever, differed with that opinion, basing their objections on the 
refusal of the Supreme Court to issue a writ of certiorari for 
arehearing of Consolidated Freightways vs. Railroad Commis- 
sion of California, in which the California commission had 
ordered the motor carrier to stop distributing shipments in 
pool car service at less than the established California mini- 
mum rates (see Traffic World, May 10, p. 1189). When this 
point was submitted to the Commission—this time in connec- 
tion with the catalog movement from Chicago to Milwaukee 
by private truck and distribution beyond by motor common 
carrier—the Commission answered that the Supreme Court re- 
fusal to issue the certiorari in the Freightways case was not 
controlling, because the question there involved was solely on 
the jurisdiction of the California commission over movements 
wholly within a municipality. The matter, the Commission 
letter said, had “no bearing whatever upon the question of what 
constitutes interstate commerce.” The Commission’s letter 
then went on to say that “the intent of the person controlling 


the transportation of each such package determines the status.” 
It continued: 


The doctrine that the interstate or intrastate character of trans- 
pertation depends on such accidental or immaterial circumstances as 
whether goods are transported in consolidated bulk or in separate 
packages has often been exploded (see Freight Forwarding Investiga- 
ion, 229 I, C. C. 201-284). In short, if you will think of the trans- 
portation in terms of goods transported instead of in terms of ship- 
ments transported, you should have no difficulty in perceiving that a 
small package destined from a point in one state to a point in another 
's moving in interstate commerce until it reaches its intended des- 
nation, no matter whether or not it is included in a larger package, 
the buik of which is broken in transit. 


Some members of the Central States Bureau, however, 
were still unconvinced. In letters to the bureau, they called 
attention to a number of Commission decisions in which it was 
held that the transportation by shippers or receivers of goods 
'o the place of acceptance by a railroad or from the point of 
delivery by the railroad was outside the Commission’s juris- 
diction. Cases cited included Friedman vs. C. and O., 194 I. 
C. C., 445; Crowley vs. A. T. and S. F., 206 I. C. C., 221, and 
Washington Dehydrated Food Company vs. Great Northern, 
102 I. C. C., 363. Campbell vs. C. M. St. P. & P., 42 Fed. (2nd) 

» Was also cited as holding that interstate commerce was 
hot necessarily interstate transportation subject to the inter- 
state commerce act. The point was also raised that the Com- 
mission had no jurisdiction over the rates or charges of private 
motor carriers and that, therefore, its assumption of control of 
the joint common-private truck movement was in contraven- 
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tion of the principle that the entire transportation, from original 
point of shipment to final place of delivery, must be under the 
jurisdiction of the Commission on domestic traffic before it 
could exercise such control. 

When this view was transmitted to the Commission, the 
reply of its motor carrier bureau was in almost the exact 
terms of that in the Traffic World answer of May 10. The 
decisions cited, the Commission’s bureau said, involved the in- 
terpretation of the jurisdiction of the Commission under Part 
I of the act. The limitations in Section I, paragraph 1 (a), it 
said, were such as to preclude jurisdiction over transportation 
from and to railroad points by privately operated vehicles. No 
such limitation existed in Part II, it said, continuing: 


The bureau has expressed the opinion that the use of the term 
‘“‘motor vehicle’ (in Section 203a, paragraphs 11 and 12 of Part II), 
rather than the term ‘‘motor carrier,’’ ‘‘contract carrier,’’ or ‘‘com- 
mon carrier’’ indicates an intent that the provisions of the act shall 
apply to all for-hire transportation by motor vehicle which is part 
of a movement from one state to another, provided, of course, the 
movement is completed by some form of motor vehicle transportation 
or by rail, express or water. In reference to the statement that the 
Commission has no jurisdiction over the handling of this traffic in 
the consignee’s own vehicles, under Section 204a (3) the Commis- 
sion is given jurisdiction over private carriage as defined in the act 
with respect to safety of operations, qualifications and maximum 
hours of service or employes and standards of equipment, and that, 
in the event such authority is exercised, certain other sections of the 
act become applicable to private carriers. The Commission has exer- 
cised certain of its powers under this provision and regulations with 
respect to private carriers are now in effect. 


The letter concludes with the opinion that “transportation 
within a state by common or contract carrier is subject to 
Part II of the act where the commerce in question is moving 
from or to a point in another state, even though the actual 
motor vehicle transportation across the state line is by private 
carrier.” 


Highway Transport Survey 


The nationwide inventory of all trucks and busses will get 
under way early in September, according to John N. Carmody, 
Federal Works Administrator (see Traffic World, April 19, p. 
993). All information needed’ in planning the use of trucks 
and busses in meeting any emergency is to be collected at the 
request of the Highway Traffic Advisory Committee to the War 
Department. Printed forms and detailed instructions have been 
forwarded to each of the state motor vehicle registration agen- 
cies which will aid in the inventory. 

“Two units of the Federal Works Agency are cooperating 
in this work,” says the FWA. “The Public Roads Administra- 
tion has planned the procedure for the inventory and its state 
representatives will cooperate with state motor vehicle regis- 
tration agencies in collecting the information. The Work Proj- 
ects Administration will furnish assistance where needed in 
mailing the questionnaires and assembling the returns. Its 
tabulating and statistical unit at Philadelphia will make a sta- 
tistical compilation of all returns, both on a national basis and 
by regions. 

“The state motor vehicle registration agency will be head- 
quarters for the inventory in each state. State records will be 
used in addressing the questionnaires which will be mailed from 
the state capital, except in New York, where a part of the 
mailing will be from New York City. Returns by owners are 
to be forwarded to the place from which mailed, where they 
will be assembled and forwarded to Philadelphia.” 

The survey has been planned to impose the minimum of 
inconvenience on truck and bus owners. Each truck or bus 
owner will receive by mail a questionnaire card (one for each 
vehicle) with the request that it be filled out and returned 
promptly. Special arrangements are being made with owners 
of large fleets to report on all vehicles owned by them from the 
headquarters offices of the owners. 

The truck questionnaire requires filling in on both front 
and back faces; the bus card on the front only. Completion 
of the return requires about five minutes. Franked, addressed 
return envelopes will accompany all cards. A special effort 
will be made to check return of all questionnaires and a fol- 
low-up procedure—first by mail, then by personal visit if neces- 
sary—is planned. 

All information given will be held strictly confidential. 

According to Thomas H. MacDonald, Commissioner of 
Public Roads, the request for the inventory from the National 
Defense Advisory Commission is a recognition of the impor- 
tance of truck and bus transportation in the present emer- 
gency. Its purpose is to set up detailed central and regional 
registers of all trucks, busses and freight trailers in the coun- 
try, similar to the records already available on railroads, water 
shipping, and aviation. 

“The information will be used in developing plans for the 
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more effective use of highway transportation in the assembly 
of defense-industry materials, delivery of military and civilian 
supplies, relief of dock and terminal congestion, and movement 
of passenger traffic in emergencies,” said the FWA, adding: 


Britain’s experience during the past two years attests to the vital 
importance of highway transportation in the present emergency, roads 
officials reported. In peace time Britain’s major transportation was 
by water and rail. Highway transportation was stunted by restrictions 
and assigned a minor role. German occupation of the French channel 
ports and aerial bombardment have caused major dislocations of water 
and rail transportation, and have thrown an increased burden on high- 
way transportation. Because of the great flexibility of highway trans- 
portation, the English are now rectifying the damage done by former 
restrictions on highway transportation. 


West Coast Pool Shipments 


Rates and charges for distribution of pool shipments as 
specified in tariffs, now in effect, of the Pacific Inland Tariff 
Bureau, Inc., and Consolidated Freightways, Inc., are ad- 
versely affecting the rate structure of competing carriers and 
are depriving complainants’ members of the traffic normally 
enjoyed by them, and the services provided by those tariffs 
are beyond the scope of the duties of the participating motor 
carriers, says a complaint filed with the Commission by the 
Truck Owners Association of Seattle, Inc., and the Portland 
Draymen & Warehousemen’s Association, Inc., against the 
Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau, Inc., of Portland, Ore., and Con- 
solidated Freightways, Inc., also of Portland. The docket num- 
ber of the action is MC C-285. 

The tariffs complained of are the Pacific Inland Bureau’s 
No. 5, MF I. C. C. No. 7 (Gustav Stribling Series), Item 200, 
and Consolidated Freightways tariff No. 6-D, MF I. C. C. No. 
6, Item 70. The former, according to the complaint, provides a 
rate of 5 cents a hundred pounds, minimum 25 cents a deliv- 
ery, with no charge for service on portions of pool shipments 
transported beyond the distribution point by a common car- 
rier as more fully set forth in the tariff, the portion beyond 
the distribution point to move via the carrier performing the 
distribution service if the charge is not to be assessed. The 
Consolidated Freightways tariff, say the complainants, pro- 
vides a series of rates depending on the method of shipment 
and other factors, including a provision that “no charge will 
be assessed for the distribution service when Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc., enjoys a line haul beyond the point of dis- 
tribution.” 

These rates and charges, the complainants contend, are 
unjust, unreasonable and non-compensatory for the service 
performed, in violation of section 216 (b) of part II of the in- 
terstate commerce act, and give undue and unreasonable pref- 
erence to shippers and localities in violation of section 216 (d) 
of part II of the act. In competition with defendants’ car- 
riers, says the complaint, rail carriers have filed comparable 
provisions to govern the movement of distribution shipments 
in North Pacific Coast Freight Bureau, local freight tariff No. 
95-D, I. C. C. No. 634, W. J. Bohon, agent, and this filing, in 
the complainants’ opinion, is designed to meet the competitive 
situation created by the carriers parties to the tariffs com- 
plained of. 


The complainants ask the Commission to issue a cease and 
desist order and to establish and put in force and a~~ly such 
rates and charges as it might deem just and proper. 


INDEPENDENT MOVERS MEETING 


The Independent Movers’ & Warehousemen’s Association 
at its convention in Baltimore, Md., last week, reelected the 
following officers: J. Norman Geipe, Baltimore, Md., president; 
A. H. Stevens, Saginaw, Mich., first vice-president; George W. 
Wiederspan, Lincoln, Neb., secretary; J. C. Pugh, Long Island 
City, N. Y., treasurer; Nathan E. Zelby, New York, N. Y., 
general counsel, and J. C. Church, executive secretary. 


Five new offices were created for regional vice-presidents 
and fiilled as follows: M. T. Sullivan, Syracuse, N. Y., north- 
eastern region; E. H. Warren, Detroit, Mich., central region; 
B. White, Birmingham, Ala., southeastern region; Howard 
Wolchansky, New Orleans, La., middle western region, and 
Vane Golden, Longmont, Colo., far western region. 

The following members of the board of directors were re- 
elected: 


Northeastern region—G. G. Batterson, Rochester, N. Y., 
W. H. Engel, Elizabeth, N. J., S. Kochansky, Bayonne, N. J., 
P. Sattenstein, Pittsburgh, Pa., B. Fishman, Paterson, N. J., 
and J. H. Williams, Agawam, Mass. 


Central region—W. A. Borgmann, Fort Waayne, Ind., 
Frank L. McKee, Chicago, Ill., W. W. Kenamond, Wheeling, 
W. Va., C. E. Manhardt, Milwaukee, Wis., and B. H. Moore, 
Columbus, O. 
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Southeastern region—M. D. Ellis, Nashville, Tenn., and ¢ 
Z. Suddath, Jacksonville, Fla. 

Middle western region—J. F. Dawn, St. Paul, Minn., and 
D. P. Lair, Lincoln, Neb. 

Far western region—Vane Golden, Longmont, Colo. 

Directors at large—J. F. Ivory, Detroit, Mich., M. Kressin, 
Washington, D. C., S. L. Needles, St. Louis, Mo., T. C. Shel. 
burne, Richmond, Va., W. B. Snow, Akron, O., H. H. Stevens, 
Flint, Mich., M. B. Sudler, Baltimore, Md., R. Wilson, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., and L. E. Boldes, Des Moines, Ia. 

The preparation of a new tariff by the tariff committee, 
John F. Ivory, Detroit, chairman, was discussed. This com- 
mittee was to consider the tariff further at a meeting at Detroit 
July 17. A dinner and entertainment was held July 8 at the 
Rolling Road Golf Club and a banquet was held at the Hote] 
Lord Baltimore, Md., July 9. 


MOORE “GRANDFATHER” RIGHTS 


The federal court for Minnesota, third division, in ciyj] 
action No. 253, Ernest E. Moore, doing business as Moore 
Motor Freight Lines, plaintiff, vs. United States of America 
and Interstate Commerce Commission, has set for hearing Sep- 
tember 15 a petition of the plaintiff asking for the setting aside 
of a Commission order denying its applications for certificates 
under the grandfather clause to operate as a common carrier 
of property between points in Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, 
Nebraska, Iowa, North Dakota, and South Dakota, and re- 
straining the defendant from prosecuting the petitioner for 
carrying on operations as a common carrier. 

The petitioner, in MC 17481, Ernest E. Moore, common 
carrier application, embracing MC 19693, Same, common car- 
rier application, MC 21231, Same, common carrier application, 
MC 24697, Same, contract carrier application, and MC 80532, 
Same, broker application, said it filed applications for author- 
ity to operate as a common or contract carrier or broker for 
the transportation of goods in interstate commerce, all of 
which applications were denied by the Commission. Under the 
“srandfather” clause, it asserts, it was entitled to a certificate. 
It said it asked for reconsideration of the Commission’s order, 
which was denied. It said the Commission had acted arbitrarily 
and unlawfully, and “in conflict with the evidence before it,” 
and added if the Commission’s order was enforced, it would 
cause irreparable damage and loss. 


McCLOSKY EXTENSION APPLICATION 


Examiner F. D. Binkley held a further hearing at Chicago, 
July 14, 15, and 16, in MC 89689, Sub. No. 6, Edward McClosky, 
permit to extend operations. The applicant, who does business 
as McClosky and Shaffer of Chicago Heights, IIl., seeks an 
extension of his present authority so as to transport various 
building and roofing materials, paint supplies, iron and steel, 
and rubber tires between points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, 
Ohio, Iowa, Wisconsin, and Ohio River crossings. A previous 
hearing was held by Examiner Binkley at Chicago June 27 and 
28 (see Traffic World, July 5, p. 39). 

Representatives of a number of motor common carriers, 
of the railroads, and of the Midwest Transfer Company, May- 
wood, Ill., a contract carrier, appeared in opposition to the ex- 
tension proposal. The parties who objected took the position 
that the present operating authorities and facilities of their 
companies, collectively, if not singly in some cases, were ample 
to serve shippers whom the applicant wished to serve. They 
sought to show that the applicant would not be able to perform 
special services for various shippers which other carriers could 
not perform at present. If the extension were granted, they 
tried to show, Mr. McClosky would have authority to transport 
various commodities between practically all points in the six 
states mentioned and that he would, in effect, have as wide 
authority as common carriers had. 

George Cowan, counsel for the applicant, introduced 4 
number of shipper witnesses who testified, generally, that their 
companies often could not obtain facilities from truckers when 
their shipments had to be moved. They said they needed the 
services of a single contract trucker who had authority to trans- 
port materials over irregular routes, explaining that most com- 
mon carriers serving them were unable to transport goods 
quickly to many destination points because those carriers were 
restricted to regular route operations. The shippers said they 
were not supporting the application in the hope of obtaining 
lower rates on their shipments. It was their understanding, 
they said, that Mr. McClosky’s rates for his contract carrie! 
operations would not be lower than common carrier rates. 


CONTRACT CARRIER RATES IN S. C. 
The South Carolina commission has postponed from July 
15 to September 10 its order in No. 1600, dated June 2, r& 
quiring a revision of rates of motor contract carriers to the 
level prescribed by the commission in its order No. 2527 of 
Dec. 1, 1940. 
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Lancaster Motor Basis 


The propriety of maintaining rate groupings, originally 
fixed twenty years ago on the basis of the geographical location 
of the then existing rail lines, for trucks moving over modern 
highways since constructed and often furnishing much more 
direct arteries between shipping and receiving points was in 
issue at a hearing held before Examiner Myers at Akron July 
14 and 15. The issue was involved in two cases, consolidated 
for hearing, a formal complaint case, MC C-242, Eastern-Cen- 
tral Motor Carriers’ Association vs. Shirks Motor Express Cor- 
poration et al., and a suspension case, I. and S. M-1488, motor 
class rates, Pennsylvania to Central and Western Trunk Line 
territories. 

The formal complaint was against class tariffs of the 
Shirks Corporation naming truck rates from Lancaster and 
other points in what is known as the Reading base group on 
the basis of the Harrisburg group. The suspension case in- 
volved tariffs of the Motor Cargo, Inc., and the Brady Trans- 
fer and Storage Company, naming the same rates on westbound 
traffic (see Traffic World, June 28, p. 1617). 

At the hearing, Robert Posey, president of the Shirks Cor- 
poration, insisted that his alterations of the basing-point group 
boundaries so as to place Lancaster in the Reading group ought 
not to be found to produce unreasonably low rates merely be- 
cause the boundaries of the groups had been fixed in the eastern 
class rate investigation, Docket 15879, as long ago as 1921. 
He said the Commission’s determinations in that case were not 
only based on commercial conditions obtaining at that time 
but that, perforce, they took in consideration only factors sur- 
rounding rail transportation. The only criterion of reasonable- 
ness of his rates, he said, was whether or not they were com- 
pensatory. To prove that, he introduced exhibits showing 
operating ratios on his lines in recent years, which, he said, 
compared favorably with operating ratios for Trunk Line and 
Central Territory truckers generally. He countered objections 
from representatives of railroads by filing another exhibit 
showing that there were numerous destination points involved 
to which there was no rail service at all. 

Opposition came from many sources. Everett H. Russell, 
manager of the Eastern-Central Association, who filed the sus- 
pended Motor Cargo and Brady tariffs as agent, said that the 
normal Lancaster westbound truck rates were too low, driven 
to that level by competitive factors. The existing Shirks rates 
and the proposed Motor Cargo and Brady rates were lower 
still, he said, and the former ought to be declared unreasonably 
so by the Commission and the suspended tariffs of the latter 
ordered canceled. He pointed to what he said was the danger 
of permitting the shifting of territory arbitrarily by individual 
truck operators from one basing group to another as likely to 
bring chaos into the truck rate structure generally. He intro- 
duced mileage figures intended to show that routes over which 
Shirks traffic moved, via connecting carriers at Cleveland, 
were considerably longer than those over the routes of direct 
haulers. He also pointed out that the interposition of the 
Shirks’ rates at specified points produced many situations 
where rates to more distant points were lower than to nearer 
points. Although it was pointed out that nothing comparable 
to the fourth section could be invoked against such a situation 
in the case of truck rates, he insisted that the result was a 
scale with no basis in fairness or logic. 


Railroad witnesses had more to say on that point, because, 
as they pointed out, the railroads were held to progressive 
scales by the fourth section and such a situation as that pro- 
duced by the Shirks rates offered an undue advantage to the 
trucks. They also said that, although the Shirks rates applied 
only to traffic rated at fourth class or higher, any attempt on 
the part of the railroads to meet them would require parallel 
reductions in the rail class rates all the way down to Class 13, 
because the class rate differentials had been fixed by the Com- 
mission in the eastern class rate case. 

Others who testified against the Shirks adjustment in- 
cluded representatives of connecting motor carriers and com- 
peting truckers, and F. C. Hefferren for the Central States Mo- 
tor Freight Bureau. O. P. Hites, testifying for Motor Cargo, 
Inc., one of the companies the tariffs of which were under 
Suspension, said he would like to see the Commission order the 
Shirks rates put back on the Harrisburg basis and the sus- 
pended tariffs, including his own, ordered canceled. He said 
that tariff had been filed only in an attempt to meet the exist- 
ing Shirks rates. M. F. Nugent, testifying for a number of 
linoleum manufacturers, competing with the Congoleum-Nairn 
Company at Lancaster, said that the Shirks rates gave the 
latter company an undue advantage in the destination terri- 
tory over such competition. 

A number of shippers in the affected origin territory 
were prepared to testify on behalf of the Shirks rates, but 
because of other cases set for hearing before Examiner Myers, 
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the hearing was adjourned the evening of July 15 to a date 
and place to be set later. 





STATE SIZE AND WEIGHT LAWS 


The American Trucking Associations, Inc., has issued a 
pamphlet setting forth its views in support of federal legisla- 
tion to give the Commission the right to prescribe relief from 
state size and weight laws that are alleged to throttle inter- 
state commerce. The position of the association was submitted 
to the Commission in its investigation as to the need for fed- 
eral regulation of size and weight of motor vehicles. The 
Commission’s report to Congress on the subject is expected 
to be made soon. The association opposes legislation providing 
for national or regional uniformity of size and weight require- 
ments and favors leaving the Commission free to deal with 
specific situations. 


Rail Freight Segregation 


Accusing the railroads of trying to control the movement 
of freight beyond distribution points so as to make it move by 
rail, the Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference has asked 
the Commission to suspend item 15-C of supplement 8 to Agent 
F. D. Miller’s split delivery rule tariff 260-D, I. C. C. 577, dated 
to be effective July 30. This attempt to hold traffic to the rail 
lines, according to the suspension request, is in the form of two 
changes in the rule governing the distribution and reforward- 
ing of carload and less-carload freight. 

The petition alleges the first change proposed is that when 
the reforwarding is via rail carriers a segregation charge of 
3% cents a hundred pound will be absorbed by the inbound 
carrier whereas today the shipper doing the reforwarding 
must pay this charge. The second change pertains to the 
charge for transfer from the inbound to the outbound station 
of 3% cents. According to the petition it is now proposed to 
change this so that the outbound carrier will be forced to pay 
the inbound carrier for the service of transfer. The motor 
bureau alleges the railroads are proposing these changes as a 
plan for equalization. Questions of a similar character were 
raised in tariffs suspended in I. and S. No. 4794, asserted the 
bureau. 


The bureau also declares that in connection with the tariffs 
in that suspension proceeding an informal complaint was filed 
Nov. 28, 1940, by the Merchandise Division of the American 
Warehousemen Association, which, so far as it knew was still 
pending. The purpose of the declarations, the suspension peti- 
tion indicates, was to show the Commission that where such 
rules were in effect they had been protested and were now 
under investigation. The bureau made the point that at present 
the segregation charge in effect was applied ‘‘whether the 
shipment moves outbound by rail or motor; however, if the 
proposed rule becomes effective the segregation charge will not 
be made if the outbound shipment moves by rail but will be 
if the outbound shipment moves by motor carrier.” 

“It is obvious,” says the petition filed by Edgar Watkins, 
Jr., “that there is no attempt on the part of the rail carriers 
to equalize charges but its purpose is to use the segregation 
charges in the nature of a penalty if the shipment moves out of 
break-bulk points by motor carriers instead of by rail carrier. 

“The only conclusion that one can come to is that the in- 
bound rail carrier moving into the distribution points in car- 
load quantities will absorb his charges for segregation if other 
railroads get the outbound shipment; or, in other words, it 
seems to be a scheme to control the outbound movement so as 
to prevent its moving by motor carrier. At this time prac- 
tically all traffic that moves into concentration points in rail 
carload quantities and moves outbound by motor carrier moves 
to warehousemen or local drayage companies who perform cer- 
tain services and whose services are paid for by the shipper 
and there is no absorption on the part of the motor carriers 
to take care of such charges.” 


CHICAGO CARTAGE THEFT DRIVE 


The cartage theft committee of the Chicago Association of 
Commerce, following a successful drive on truck highjackings, 
has turned its attention to pilferage from trucks. As the first 
step in its campaign, it has prepared a sticker, to be attached 
to the windshields of trucks, to serve as a reminder to drivers 
not to leave their ignition keys in trucks while making deliv- 
eries, picking up loads or halting at terminals. Four out of five 
larcenies of and from trucks, it is asserted, are the result of 
driver carelessness with ignition keys. The committee points 


out that, while highjackings in the Chicago area have gone down 
from 84 in 1935 to 2 thus far in 1941, larcenies of and from 
trucks have increased from 80 in 1935 to 174 thus far this year. 
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Hours of Motor Employes 


“Today, the killed and injured on our highways exceeds 
the worst that Hitler has been able to accomplish in the bomb- 
ing of England,” says a brief of the American Trucking Asso- 
ciations, Inc., in Ex Parte MC 2 and 3, hours and qualifications 
of employes. 

That declaration was made in support of the assertion 
that the record in these proceedings established the need for 
federal regulation of hours and qualifications of motor carrier em- 
ployes and showed what such regulations should be. It was 
preceded by an observation that about 40 years ago when Con- 
gress was considering hours of service and safety appliance 
regulations for railroads, the statistics of death and injury to 
employes and passengers and destruction of equipment and 
cargo were grim reminders of the then fairly recent civil 
war. 

The testimony of witnesses for common and contract car- 
riers of property, the brief said, was without conflict as to the 
need for the exercise by the Commission of its jurisdiction 
and powers to prescribe qualifications and hours of service for 
those employes whose duties affect safety. The slight diver- 
gence of views which were expressed by certain private car- 
riers, the brief said, did not seem to warrant detailed discus- 
sion, particularly in view of the obviously sound position taken 
by those private carriers who frankly stated that the basic 
safety factors did not vary depending on whether the truck 
was operated by a for-hire or private carrier. The one or two 
private carrier witnesses who testified that loads of 1,000 cubic 
feet averaging 25 pounds a cubic foot, or 25,000 pounds total 
load, together with vehicles weighing 17,500 pounds, or a total 
of 42,000 pounds, could not present a safety hazard, were ob- 
viously testifying under directions which subjected “those good 
men to personal embarrassment,” said the brief. It added the 
opinion that the question of reasonable and effective regula- 
tions covering qualifications and maximum hours of service for 
dockmen, helpers and mechanics presented many particularly 
difficult problems in connection with their regular employment 
in such duties. It must be recognized, said the brief, that there 
was a troublesome question in connection with casual or occa- 
sional loaders or dockmen which occurred largely with the 
private carriers, although it might sometimes occur in the for 
hire industry. 

Employers and employes including the machinists union, 
the brief said, had testified as to the need of regulation of hours 
of service to promote safety of the public, employes and cargo. 
It said there was no conflict in the testimony with respect to 
the need for regulation. In many instances, it added, hours in 
excess of 60 a week had been shown to exist in all branches 
in the industry and that such excess hours were not conducive 
to efficiency and safety would not be questioned. © 

The witnesses, who testified at the last hearing, the brief 
said, had shown that the regulations which were prescribed for 
drivers, from the fatigue standpoint, more than adequately cov- 
ered the fatigue factor in connection with dockmen, helpers, 
and mechanics, because none of these employes had either more 
or equally arduous duties. The brief suggested daily and weekly 
maximum hours for dockmen, helpers and mechanics, but it 
said in so doing there was no thought of establishing those 
hours as standard work weeks or arrangements. They were, 
it said, merely maximum hours for safety, the same as driver 
regulations and the same as railroad sixteen hours law. 

Corresponding maximum hours of service for the various 
classes of employes, the brief said, would have the further and 
vitally important value of making possible the cooperation of 
the various groups in many matters directly affecting safety. 
The drivers, loaders, and mechanics, it added, would be enabled 
in many important instances, personally to contact each other 
in connection with details, and particularities of individual me- 
chanical and loading problems which would not and generally 
could not be made clear in a brief written report. 

The brief said the record was clear that the same prin- 
cipal requirements as those made for drivers should be pre- 
scribed for dockmen, helpers and mechanics. 





MOTOR PICK-UP AND DELIVERY 


The Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference has asked 
the Commission to suspend its tariff No. 122, MF I. C. C. 208, 
proposing the establishment of pick-up and delivery allow- 
ance on less-than-truckload shipments at Baltimore, Md., and 
Philadelphia, Pa., effective July 26. It said the tariff was 
published on the independent announcement of R. D. Fowler 
Motor Lines, Inc., of High Point, N. C. Colonial Motor Freight 
Line and Hooks Motor Lines, of High Point, it said, had joined 
in the protested publication for competitive reasons. The pro- 
posal, it said, failed of adoption before the standing rate com- 
mittee of the conference. The general rate committee of the 
conference also disapproved. The industry had consistently 
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opposed the establishment of such an allowance at the large 
eastern points, it said. Application of the allowance would 
result in serious loss of revenue to all motor common car. 
riers, without compensating economies of operation; would 
result in complete destruction of the present uniform basis 
of rates by all motor common carriers throughout easiern 
territory and in unfair and destructive competitive practices 
between all motor common carriers, it said. 





EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 
MC 47192, Sub. No. 1, H. & B. Trucking Co.—extension 
of operations, Clearwater and Langley, S. C. Time for filing 
exceptions to recommended order extended to July 18. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 
The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 
MC 96354, H. W. Brunson and D. W. Brunson, dba Brunson 
and Brunson, common carrier application. 





TRUCK REPAIR PREFERENCE 


The civilian supply allocation division, OPACS, has pro- 
mulgated an allocation program giving repair and maintenance 
parts for automobiles, trucks, trailers and other privately- 
owned consumer goods preference over other civilian needs. 





———— «s 


Cc. M. F. A. BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 


The organization committee of the business development 
section of the Central Motor Freight Association was sched- 
uled to hold a meeting at the Stevens Hotel the afternoon of 
July 18 to select officers for the section and to lay plans for its 
future activities. In addition to those previously named on the 
committee (see Traffic World, July 12, p. 103), the following 
have been added: S. J. Zengri, Arco Auto Carriers, Inc., Chi- 
cago, and Edwin L. West, Schumacher Motor Express, Chicago. 





KEESHIN INJUNCTION CASE 


In federal court at Chicago, July 15, hearing set for that 
date on the petition by the Commission for an injunction 
against the Keeshin Motor Express Company, Inc., was post- 
poned until July 29, at the request of parties to the case. The 
Commission has alleged that the Keeshin Company has charged 
intrastate rates lower than applicable interstate rates on ship- 
ments moving from Chicago to East St. Louis, Ill., via St. Louis 
(see Traffic World, June 28, p. 1638). 


TRUCKERS AND RAIL LABOR ACT 


Representative Weiss, of Pennsylvania, has introduced H. 
R. 5314, to amend the railway labor act so as to extend its 
provisions to motor carriers of passengers and property. The 
bill would extend those provisions to every motor carrier en- 
gaged in interstate or foreign commerce and every such carrier 
transporting mail for or under contract with the U. S. govern- 
ment, and to every driver or other person who performs any 
work as an employe or subordinate official of such carrier or 
carriers. It would enable the parties in a motor carrier labor 
dispute to invoke the services of the National Mediation Board 
and would set up a National Motor Carrier Adjustment Board, 
patterned after the National Railroad Adjustment Board. 


MOTOR OPERATIONS FORMS 
The Commission, by division 5, has notified its Bureau of 
Motor Carriers’ field force and all interested parties to ignore 
the footnote on sheet 2 of each of forms BMC 73, application 
for certificate or permit, and BMC 74, application for change 
or extension of operations, reading as follows: 





Note.—Protests, to receive consideration, must be filed with the 
Commission by delivery in person or by registered or receipted mail, 
within 10 days after receipt of notice of filing of the application. A 
copy of the protest should be served likewise upon the applicant. 


The Commission said the footnote served no useful purpos? 
and its presence tended to confusion. 


TRUCK TARIFF REFERENCE BOOK 


The first draft of a new publication which is expected to 
become a time-saver for common carrier motor truckers and 
their users throughout the country has been sent to officials 
of truck tariff bureaus and the members of the national traffic 
committee of the American Trucking Associations, Inc. 
group, headed by W. L. Myers, vice-chairman of the National 
Conference of Truck Tariff Bureaus, has been at work on the 
manuscript for eighteen months. The publication will be 4 
complete directory of motor carrier rate publication agencies 
together with the executive personnel of each; a description of 
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the limits of the territories in which each publishes rates and 
its interterritorial functions; its committee set-up and rate com- 
mittee procedure, and its tariff publishing rules. There is in- 
cluded also an eleven page chart showing the publishing agency 
naming rates among all the states and the publications in 
which those rates appear, and a listing of the agencies publish- 
ing the intrastate rates within each state. 

The draft is now being circulated for check, suggestion 
and criticism by the interested parties. When if reaches its 
final form it will be submitted to the National Conference of 
Truck Tariff Bureaus, and through it to the A. T. A.’s national 
traffic committee, for approval before publication and general 
distribution. 





AUTO PRODUCTION CUT 


The question of how much production of automobiles and 
trucks shall be in the model year beginning August 1 in order 
to enable the automotive industry to fulfill defense contracts 
was being considered further this week by the Office of Pro- 
duction Management. The latter announced that a motor truck 
subcommittee was currently discussing with government offi- 
cials the truck production that would be necessary to meet 
military and transportation needs in the year beginning August 
1. The automobile manufacturers originally were requested to 
make an initial 20 per cent curtailment of output and revision 
of that is under consideration. 


WALTON STOPOVER RULE 


Representatives of the Walton Transfer, contract carrier of 
Arcola, Ill., did not appear at a hearing before Examiner 
Binkley at Chicago, July 11, in I. and S. M-1630, in which the 
Commission had suspended a stopping in transit rule published 
by that company. The suspended rule, published in tariff MF- 
I. Cc. C. No. 5 of John A. Walton, George W. Walton, and 
Berkey Walton, owners of the company, proposed to establish 
a charge of $1 for partial loading and unloading of truckload 
shipments named ; the tariff. Frank C. Hefferren, counsel, 
Central States Motor! Freight Bureau, appeared to oppose the 


rule. No testimony Was entered. 





Digest of New Complaints 





MC C-285, Truck \Owners Association \of Seattle, Inc., and Portland 
Draymen & Warehousemen’s Association, Inc., vs. Pacific Inland 
Tariff Bureau, Inc., Portland, Ore., et al. 

Alleges rates and charges of defendants, and governing rules 
and regulations, for distribution of pool shipments unjust, unreason- 
able and noncompensatory in violation of section 216(b) and unduly 
and unreasonably preferential of shippers and localities in viola- 
tion of section 216(d) of part II of the interstate commerce act. 
Asks cease and desist order and establishment of ‘‘just and proper’’ 
rates and charges. (E. V. White, 417 Smith Tower, Seattle, Wash.) 


No, 28676, Sub. No. 4, Emil G. Skoglund & Co., Inc., Chicago, Ill., vs. 
Chicago & North Western et al. 
Rates and charges, rough or sawed limestone sawed four sides 
or less, Victor, Ind., to Chicago, IIll., in violation of sections 1 and 
3, the undue preference alleged being for other stones. Asks rate 
of 18 cents and reparation. (L. E. Whitney, 1002 Wilson Ave., 
Chicago, Ill.) 


No. 28676, Sub. No. 5, Acme Cut Stone Co., Chicago, IIl., vs. Belt Rail- 
way Co. of Chicago et al. 

Rates and charges, rough or sawed limestone, sawed four sides 
or less, Bloomington, Clear Creek and Hunters, Ind., to Chicago, 
in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue preference alleged being 
for other stones. Asks rate of 18 cents and reparation. (L. E. 
Whitney, 1002 Wilson Ave., Chicago, IIl.) 

No. 28690, Texas Freight Co., Inc., Dallas, Tex., vs. Newtex Steamship 
Corp., New York, N. Y. 

Alleges unreasonable, in violation of part III of interstate com- 
merce act and other shipping acts, segregation charge of 2% cents 
a hundred pounds in connection with transportation of property 
from New York, N. Y., to Houston, Tex. Asks reparation with 
interest, plus $1,000 attorneys’ fees. (Frank A. Leffingwell, 1908 
Santa Fe Bldg., Dallas, Tex.) 


No, 28676, Sub. No. 6, B & F Cut Stone Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Belt 
Railway Co. of Chicago et al. 
Rates and charges, rough or sawed limestone, sawed four sides 
or less, Bloomington, Ind., to Chicago, in violation of sections 1 
and 3, the undue preference alleged being for other stone. Asks 
rate of 18 cents and reparation. (L. E. Whitney, 1002 Wilson Ave., 
Chicago, Ill.) 
No. 28691, Animal Trap Co. of America, Lititz, Pa., vs. Erie et al. 
Rates, strip steel, Sharon, Pa., to Lititz, in violation of sections 
1 and 4. Asks reasonable rates and reparation. (Lorenzo H. 
Knudsen, 206 Rauch Bldg., Crafton, Pittsburgh, Pa.) 
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Questions and Answers 


e In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 

practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A 
specialist on interstate commerce law, who is a member of our spe- 
cial service department, will give his opinion in answer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will answer questions relating to practical traffic problems. We do 


not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him in 
his work, 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 


Damages—Measure of—Claims Presented by Shipper or 
Mail-Order Agent for Account Consignee 


Missouri.—Question: A large mail-order house operates 
mail-order offices in small towns and as branches of their 
smaller stores. We haul merchandise from their central ware- 
house to these agents. In case of loss or damage, they present 
us claims on this merchandise on the basis of retail price. 

Their contention is that they present claim in behalf of 
the customer; that under the Cummins amendment and under 
the McCaull-Dinsmore decision, they are entitled to destination 
price recovery, which is what the customer paid, either direct 
to the mail-order warehouse or to the mail-order agent’s office. 

We contend that merchandise consigned to an agent of the 
company is only by a legalistic fiction property of the cus- 
tomer, even though he has paid for it, and that under the 
Illinois Central R. Co. vs. Crail decision in 1930 the company 
cannot recover more than destination price, wholesale at most, 
the central warehouse price’ plus transportation. 

We also contend that, even in the case of merchandise con- 
signed to a customer direct, recovery can be had only on the 
basis of wholesale price at origin plus transportation, when the 
house adjusts the merchandise; that only if the shipper fails in 
making a sale at all, because of the loss or damage, is he en- 
titled to recover the retail price, possibly not then. 

The question of these mail-order house claims seems to be 
a sore one among many carriers. We would like two answers: 
(1) Our liability on shipments direct to the customer, claim 
presented by shipper (consignor); and (2) our liability on ship- 
ments to a mail-order agent who takes in retail price and then 
orders the merchandise for the customer, paying retail price to 
the central warehouse. 

Answer: If consignee has actually paid the retail value, 
either to the central warehouse direct, or to the mail-order 
agent at destination, he is entitled to recover for loss of or in- 
jury to the goods, damages based on that value. 

The fact that the claim is filed by the shipper or the mail- 
order agent for account of the consignee, the ultimate con- 
sumer, does not, in our opinion, change the situation, as the 
consignee is entitled to the amount he has paid for the goods, 
which we assume represents the retail value at destination, re- 
gardless of the fact that the claims are presented by the 
shipper or the mail-order agent for account of the consignee. 
In either case the measure of damages is the actual loss to the 
consignee which, it appears, is the retail price which he paid 
for the goods. 

The situation is different where, as in the Crail case, 281 
U. S. 57, S. Ct. 180, the goods were bought for resale by the 
consignee, and could be procured from the shipper at the 
wholesale price. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Light and Bulky Rule 


Indiana.—Question: With further reference to our ques- 
tion in regard to Agent W. L. Meyers MF I. C. C. No. 1, Motor 
Tariff No. 1, Item 115-I, of Supplement 58, which is the light 
and bulky rule, and your answer on page 41 of the Traffic World 
of July 5, 1941. 


We would appreciate your reviewing this subject again. 
According to your interpretation, we take it, as the delivering 
carrier in this instance is not a party to the light and bulky 
rule, even though we do participate, the rule cannot be applied. 

If that be the case, then individual carriers’ restrictions 
would be valueless, and should be stricken from all tariffs. 

On the other hand, we are inclined to believe that inasmuch 
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as the Commission authorized the publication of the various 
individual carriers’ restrictions, carriers, parties to those re- 
strictions, must charge accordingly regardless whether the de- 
livering carrier was a party to the rule or not. 

To further bring out our viewpoint, we do not believe a 
rate could be assessed legimately that would be lower than 
our tariff restrictions provide. 

Answer: In our opinion, the parties to the joint through 
rates published in the tariff to which you refer, should get to- 
gether and publish a workable rule. 

Certainly, it is not possible to apply the rule in connection 
with joint rates for account of certain carriers parties to those 
rates and not apply it as to other carriers parties thereto. 

Furthermore, there is no more reason for applying the 
rule to carriers not parties thereto, than for disregarding the 
rule because all carriers participating in a given joint rate are 
not parties to the rule. 

If the rule is to be applied under such circumstance the 
combination of intermediates must be applied, which would 
permit of applying or not applying the rule, according to 
whether or not the individual carriers parties to a joint rate 
apply the rule. 
























































































Tariff Interpretation—Words and Phrases—“Shipment” 


iNlinois—Question: Supplement No. 127 to Agent W. L. 
Meyer’s Tariff MF I. C. C. No. 5, publishes two scales of class 
rates applying within Central Freight Association Territory. 
Scale A rates up to $.45 are higher than Scale B rates. The 
Scale A rates apply on shipments weighing 5,000 pounds or 
less. The Scale B rates apply on shipments weighing more 
than 5,000 pounds. 

We made a shipment via a motor truckline, party to this 
tariff, the total weight of which was 6,115 pounds. It was 
made up of three classes of merchandise and the weight of no 
one class was over 5,000 pounds. The rate on one class of 
merchandise was increased to the Column A rating because 
it seems that the truck operators are of the belief that the 
total weight of the shipment does not govern but rather the 
weight of the goods in each rate group. 

We have been given conflicting opinions on this question 
and are somewhat in doubt ourselves, therefore, we would 
appreciate an expression from you on the question of whether 
or not the word “shipment” means the total weight of all of 
the goods in a shipment or the separate weight of each class 
of goods. 

Answers: Rule 13, Section 1, of the National Motor Freight 
Classification provides: 


A shipment is a lot of freight received from one shipper, at one 
point at one time for one consignee at one destination and covered 
by one bill of lading. 


There being nothing to the contrary in the tariff to which 
you refer, it is our opinion that the term “shipment,” as used 
in Supplement 127 to Agent W. L. Meyer’s Tariff MF I. C. C. 
No. 5, should be so interpreted. If so, the term “shipment” 
will cover the total weight of all the goods in a shipment and 
not the separate weights of each class of merchandise. 


Overcharge Claims 


Arkansas.—Question: We frequently have claims filed 
with us for small overcharges by professional traffic bureaus 
and in many instances they consolidate a number of overcharge 
claims into one claim. These claims involve shipments to the 
same consignee and sometimes they are from different points 
of origin and in many instances, although delivery is made by 
the same carrier, the shipment may have moved to the deliver- 
ing carrier by different connections. 

This makes it very difficult to handle the proration of these 
claims with the different connecting lines and we are asking for 
your opinion as to whether we can legally decline such claims 
and ask the bureau filing same to file an individual claim on 
each shipment. 

Answer: In the final analysis it appears that it is a matter 
for determination by the Commission as to the manner in which 
claims for overcharges may be presented. See Claims for Loss 
and Damage of Grain, 48 I. C. C. 530; 56 I. C. C. 347. 

Subject to review by the Commission, you may, we believe, 
legally insist upon the presentation of claims for overcharge in 
a proper manner, that is, supported by the necessary documents 
and in a form which permits of orderly handling, as a basis 
for the consideration of such claims, and, if the amounts claimed 
are found to be due, payment of such claims. 
Damages—Expenses incurred and Profit Earned in Making Sale 

Wisconsin.—Question: To complete articles we sell we 
have to buy some parts from outside sources, for example, 
an electric motor. These motors are sent to us to be installed 
in a machine we manufacture. 

One of the completed machines is received with the motor 
so badly damaged that it cannot be repaired. We instruct our 
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source of supply for these motors to ship in our name a new 
motor to our patron. 

We would appreciate your informing us whether the basis 
for our claim is the invoice price of the motor as billed us by 
our source of supply or are we entitled to add thereto our usual 
overhead expenses and profit. In replacing these motors we are 
obliged to bear considerable expense such as telephone calls 
telegrams, letters entering orders, considerable correspondence 
by employes, all of which would have been unnecessary if the 
motor had not been damaged. It appears to us that we should 
be entitled to recover this expense. Please inform us whether 
we can,add our usual overhead and profit to the replacement 
motor. Kindly cite court decisions upholding the views you 
express. 

Answer: In our opinion, you are entitled to, as elements 
of damages, the amounts to which you refer, as they are ex. 
penses that have been incurred in the making of the sale. 

See Illinois Central R. R. Co. vs. Crail, 281 U. S. 57, 50S. 
Ct. 180, in which the Court said: 


The court below thought that the fact that the award to respondent 
of the expense and profit, included in the retail price to consumers, 
did not militate against the rule it applied, for the reason that the 
wholesale price, as is often the case where market price is the measure 
of loss, likewise included a profit over mine cost plus freight. But 
respondent had done every act and incurred every expense pre- 
requisite to procuring delivery at destination. Any profit included in 
its market value at the stipulated time and place of arrival was, there- 
fore, appropriately included in the measure of his loss. In this respect 
it is distinguishable from the expense and prospective profit not actually 
incurred or earned by respondent, represented by the retail price, 
See Central of Georgia R. R. Co. v. American Coal Co., supra; Yazoo 
& M. V. R. Co. v. Delta Grocer Co., supra, 146. Compare No. & T, P, 
Ry. Co. v. Hansford, 125 Ky. 37; Smith v. N. Y. O. & Western Ry. Co., 
supra; Quanah A. & P. Co. v. Novitt, supra 


Routing and Misrouting—Embargoes 


Connecticut.—Question: Can you give reference to any 
of the Commission’s rulings in cases like the following, and 
will you express your opinion in this instance? 

Agent at point of origin “A” on the X Railroad accepted 
a carload shipment destined to point “B” on the Y Railroad, 
disregarding an embargo which the Y Railroad had placed on 
point “B,”’ and which had been reissued several times after the 
original effective date. Neither the intermediate carrier nor 
the delivering carrier refused to transport the car and when it 
reached the Y Railroad that line took the car through the 
billed destination “B” to “C,” the next more distant station. 
Consignee took delivery at point “C,” and presented the broker 
selling the car with a bill for the cost of trucking contents of 
same from point “C” to point “B.” The broker paid the cart- 
age cost and made claim on the originating carrier, same being 
declined on the basis that, while acknowledging the agent at 
point of origin unquestionably made a mistake in accepting the 
car and contracting for the transportation to an embargoed 
station, no rail delivery could be accomplished at the destina- 
tion shown in the lading because the physical condition of the 
roadbed of the Y Railroad at point “B,” the billed destination, 
would not permit, and consequently, the lading was impossible 
of accomplishment. 

It is the writer’s contention that the reason for issuance 
of an embargo, i. e., either physical condition of roadbed or 
congestion, is not of paramount importance, but the fact that 
an embargo was in effect for some reason is important, and 
that the action of the agent at point of origin in failing to call 
to the shipper’s attention the existence of the embargo places 
a responsibility on him and the origin railroad to stand the 
additional expense of making the delivery at the designated 
point in the bill of lading. I believe the Commission has ruled 
that an obligation lawfully rests upon the carrier’s agent to 
refrain from executing a bill of lading which contains provi- 
sions that cannot lawfully be complied with, or which are con- 
tradictory and impossible of execution. 

The writer appreciates that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission’s Conference Rulings are not binding, nor, in fact, 
hardly quoted these days, but the sense of point at issue appears 
— covered by Rulings 474-A, first paragraph of 474-C and 

Answer: In our opinion, the initial carrier is liable in 
damages in the amount of the drayage charge necessary (0 
make delivery of the shipment at the destination stated in the 
bill of lading. Sterling & Son Co. vs. Michigan Central R. R. 
Co., 21 I. C. C. 451; Kanotex Refining Co. vs. Atchison, T. & S. 
F. Ry. Co., 115 I. C. C. 559. 


In accepting the shipment for transportation to the billed 
destination, regardless of an embargo against that point, the 
initial carrier misrouted the shipment. 


Notice of Claim Condition Precedent to Recovery of Damages 


_ Mississippi—Question: We would greatly appreciate your 
opinion on the following: 
A bill of lading was issued for a shipment of coal. This cal 
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weighed on leaving the mines 100,200 pounds, but when inter- 
changed with the delivering carrier the net weight was found 
to be 98,000 pounds, the two weights being shown on the freight 
pill when paid by consignee. 

This car was delivered to the consignee December 10, 
1939, but the discrepancy in weight was not discovered until 
December 5, 1940, claim being filed with carrier on that date. 
The carrier has declined to entertain claim, in view of the fact 
that it was not filed within the nine months’ period, as required 
by the uniform bill of lading. 

Section 2 provides that suits may be instituted within two 
years and one day from date when notice in writing is given 
that a claim has been declined. The carrier holds that the 
institution of such suits is conditional upon the claim being 
filed within the nine months’ period. 

It is my opinion that the failure to make a claim for loss 
within the nine months’ period does not preclude recovery 
through suit where claim was promptly made after discovery 
of the discrepancy in weight. Any court decisions which you 
are able to quote upholding our opinion will be appreciated. 

Answer: In the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in Chesapeake & Ohio Railroad Co. vs. Martin, 
283 U. S. 209, involving the failure of the shipper to file a claim 
within the time stipulated in the bill of lading due to the fact 
that the mis-delivery of the shipment was not discovered within 
the specified period of time, the Supreme Court reversed the 
decision of the Supreme Court of Appeals of the State of Vir- 
ginia, holding that a notice of claim given without delay as 
soon as the negligence of the defendant which occasioned the 
loss was discovered, was a sufficient compliance with the bill 
of lading provision. The Supreme Court said: 


It is held by this court that the shipper may not invoke the 
doctrine of estoppel against the right to collect the legal rate, because 
to do so would be to avoid the requirement of the law as to equal 
rates. Pittsburgh, etc., Ry. Co. v. Fink, 250 U. S. 577, 582; L. & N. 
R. R. Co. v. Central Iron Co., 265 U. S. 59, 65 and cases cited. These 
decisions lend support to our conclusion in respect of the matter 
here. Whether under the circumstances the shipper may rely upon 
that doctrine in avoidance of the time limitation clause of the bill of 
lading, we need not now determine. But the Blish Company case 
makes clear that the fact that delivery was made contrary to instruc- 
tions due to the misunderstanding or negligence of the carrier, cannot 
successfully be set up as an estoppel against the claim of a failure 
to comply with the requirément of the bill of lading here involved. 
To allow it would be to alter the terms of a contract, made in pur- 
suance of the Interstate Commerce Act and having, in effect, the 
quality of a statute of limitation, and thus to open the door for eva- 
sions of the spirit and purpose of the act to prevent preferences and 
discrimination in respect of rates and services. Compare A. J. Phillips 
Co, v. Grand Trunk Western R. Co., 236 U. S. 662, 667. 


I. C. C. Organization Change 


_ The Commission has announced the assignment of Com- 
missioner Miller to division 3 in lieu of Commissioner All- 
dredge who has been serving on that division as well as divi- 
sion 2, in connection with its policy of having its members at 
various times serve on more than one division. Commissioner 
Alldredge will continue to serve as a division 2 member, as 
well as Commissioner Miller, a division 4 member. 

_ Under the present set-up, because of the number of divi- 
sions, the Commission is forced either to assign certain of its 
members to continued duty on more than one division or 
“switch” its members around, thereby lessening the burden. 

Division 3, an announcement by Secretary Bartel says, 
now consists of Commissioners Mahaffie, Miller and Johnson, 
except that Commissioner Patterson shall serve in lieu of Com- 
missioner Miller with respect to matters arising under section 
25 (a)-(g), inclusive, of the interstate commerce act, railroad 
retirement act of 1937, carriers taxing act of 1937, railroad 
unemployment insurance act, the railway labor act, safety 
appliance acts, locomotive inspection act, ash pan act, accident 
reports act, hours of service act, block signal resolution of 
June 30, 1906, sundry civil appropriation act of May 27, 1908, 
and medals of honor act. 

At the same time, giving consideration to section 77 of the 
act, the Commission has further amended its organization 
Schedule and assignment of work adopted November 15, 1940, 
by adding thereto as the fourteenth paragraph under the head- 
ing “Division Two” the following: 


Formal complaints and suspension cases in which the issues relate 


ety and predominantly to the interpretation or application of 
4riffs, 


The Commission also has amended its organization sched- 
ule and assignment of work by adding thereto as the thir- 


teenth paragraph under the heading “Division Three” the 
following: 


Formal complaints handled under shortened procedure in accordance 
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with Rule of Practice X-A, other than those in which the issues relate 
primarily and predominantly to the interpretation or application of 
tariffs. 


Further, the Commission has amended the second para- 
graph under the heading “Assignment of Duties to Individual 
Commissioners” of the organization schedule and assignment 
of work mentioned to read as follows: 


To the individual members of Divisions Two and Three: 

In rotation, shortened procedure cases under Rule of Practice X-A 
submitted to division two or division three, according to the assign- 
ment heretofore made. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in MC 30879, assigned July 17, Philadelphia, Pa., was post- 
poned indefinitely to a date to be hereafter fixed. 

Hearing in MC 3647, Sub. 7, assigned July 18, at Brooklyn, N. Y., 
was postponed to September 8, at Hotel St. George, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
before Examiner Messer. 

Hearings in MC 3, Sub. 7 MC 29890, Sub. 2, and MC 3647, Sub. 12, 
assigned July 15, Brooklyn, N. Y., were postponed to September 3, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., Hotel St. George, before Examiner Messer and Jt. 
Bd. 119. 

Hearings in MC 3647, Sub. 10 and MC 35124, Sub. 2, assigned July 
19, at Brooklyn, N. Y., were postponed to September 11, Hotel St. 
George, Brooklyn, N. Y., before Examiner Messer and Jt. Bd. 119. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-1706, 1st suppl.—minimum charge rule in 
eastern and central territories—was assigned for July 16, at Akron, O. 

Hearing in Fourth Section Ap. 19098—Scrap iron to Ashland, Ky., 
group points—was assigned for July 17 at Washington, D. C. 

Hearing in MC 1630, Sub. 1 assigned July 15, Norfolk, Va., was 
postponed indefinitely to a date to be hereafter fixed. 

Hearing in MC 102270, assigned July 19, at Brooklyn, N. Y., before 
Examiner Parker was postponed to October 10, at Hotel St. George, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., before Examiner Messer. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-1646, I. & S. M-1646—Canned goods, sugar, 
flour, Boston to Providence—assigned August 8, was changed to July 
14, Boston, Mass. 

Hearing July 17, Philadelphia, Gimbel Bldg., before Examiner 
Bryan in MC 30879, should have been shown as held at the Hotel 
Adelphia. 

Hearing in MC 102741, assigned July 19, Philadelphia, Pa., was 
canceled. 


Cc. A. AND E. BUYS PASSENGER CARS 


The receivers of the Chicago, Aurora and Elgin Railroad 
were authorized by M. L. Igoe, federal judge at Chicago, July 
11, to purchase on a rental basis ten new steel interurban pas- 
senger cars for a total cost of $400,000. Judge Igoe approved 
an arrangement whereby A. A. Sprague and Bernard J. Fallon, 
the receivers, would pay the La Salle National Bank of Chicago 
a monthly rental of $6,500 while the cars were being built 
in the next twelve months and $8,000 a month thereafter until 
the full amount was paid. In addition, a down payment of 
$90,000 will be made. The money for the rental payments 
will be obtained by the issuance of 4 per cent equipment trust 
notes. 


U. P. COUNCIL BLUFFS FREIGHT IMPROVEMENTS 


The Union Pacific will shortly begin the construction of a 
new all-steel terminal office building to replace its old freight 
transfer building at Council Bluffs, Iowa. The new building 
will have concrete foundations, structural steel paneling and a 
composition roof on a steel deck. It will house offices for the 
trainmaster, master mechanic, yard master, conductors and a 
clerk’s general office, as well as an assembly room, locker 
rooms and dining facilities for employes. Improvement of 
freight handling facilities will include a new 19 by 100 foot, 
all steel, covered freight platform; the building of 1675 feet 
of new trackage and the relocation of 1400 feet, and the laying 
of 14,000 square feet of concrete paving between tracks. Total 
cost of the improvements is estimated at $130,000. 


I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


The Commission has announced that Ralph E. Moody, of 
Salem, Ore., has been admitted to practice before it. 


FREIGHT CONTAINER BUREAU CONTRIBUTIONS 


The freight container bureau of the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads has issued 58-page booklet, entitled “A Few 
Contributions to the Science of Packing and Shipping,” con- 
taining descriptions and illustrations of ideas originating with 
the bureau’s engineers. Subjects covered include the selection 
of proper sizes of nails and the proper spacing for nailing; con- 
struction of three-way corners for crates; uncrating; trucking 
crated articles; specifications for labels; steel strap suspension; 
packing by the “bundl-pak’” method; the use of the incline 
tester; doorway protection, and many others. 
























































TRAFFIC WORLD 


Traffie Lesson No. 25 


Twenty-Fifth of a Series of Fifty-Two Articles on the Fundamentals of Freight Tfaffic by G. Lloyd 
W ilson—Southwestern Interterritorial Rail-Water Rates 


e For many years, a considerable proportion of the inter- 
territorial traffic between the Southwest and Eastern 
Territory has been moved by combinations of rail and coast- 
wise water transportation. In some cases, through rail-water, 
water-rail, or rail-water-rail routes and services at through 
rates via north Atlantic, south Atlantic, and Gulf of Mexico 
ports have been available in connection with the coastwise 
steamship lines serving these ports. Coastwise services to and 
from the southwest have been maintained principally between 
the north Atlantic ports of New York, Philadelphia, and Balti- 
more; the south Atlantic ports, including, chiefly, Norfolk, 
Charleston, Savannah, and Jacksonville; and the Gulf of Mexico 
ports, including, principally, Houston, Galveston, Beaumont, 
Corpus Christi, New Orleans, and Lake Charles. 
Several different types of inter-carrier rail-and-water serv- 
ice and rate relationships have been influential in developing 
traffic between Eastern and Southwestern territories: 


1. Steamship services operated by independent vessel operators 
making port-to-port rates only, and requiring the use of rail rates to 
and from the ports as factors in combinations of individual rail and 
water rates, together with loading and unloading or discharging 
charges, and other charges on cargo at the ports. 

2. The use of rail rates to and from the ports with the charter 
rates of tramp steamship operators between the ports, used principally 
in connection with solid ship-load lots of cargo. 

3. Combinations of joint rail-water or water-rail rates established 
by cooperating or participating rail and water carriers and local railroad 
at combinations of the charges to or from the ports of non-participating 
rail carriers. 

4. Joint rail-water-rail rates in which the rail and water carriers, 
though independently operated, establish through rates and divide 
the through rates upon participating bases as divisions. 

5. Joint rail-water-rail rates established in connection with steam- 
ship lines owned and controlled by railroads. 


The principal coastwise steamship lines operating between 
north Atlantic ports and Gulf of Mexico ports that maintain 
joint rail-water service between Atlantic Seaboard Territory 
and Southwestern Territory are: Agwilines, Inc. (Clyde-Mal- 
lory Lines), Bull Steamship Line, Lykes Coastwise Line, Inc., 
Moormack Gulf Lines, Inc., Southern Pacific Company (South- 
ern Pacific Steamship Lines, the “Morgan Line”), Pan-Atlantic 
Steamship Corporation, and Southern Steamship Company. 

In its original report in the consolidated southwestern cases, 
the Commission found that “frequent and dependable water 
service” was “maintained between the Texas ports of Galveston, 
Houston and Beaumont, on the one hand, and north Atlantic 
ports, such as New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, on the 
other.”" Through rates subject to Western Classification are 
generally applicable between points in Trunk Line Territory 
east of the Buffalo-Pittsburgh line, except points in northern 
New York and northern New England, the section of the United 
States formerly known as Atlantic Seaboard Territory, to South- 
western Territory via steamship lines connecting the north and 
south Atlantic or north Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico ports. Some 
of these rates, in the past, were “joint” rates, while others were 
“through” rates in which the steamship lines and the railroads 
serving the south Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico concurred, but in 
which the railroads serving the north Atlantic ports did not 
concur. These through rates are known as non-concurrence 
rates. 

Atlantic Seaboard Territory was the section of Eastern 
Territory overlapping Trunk Line and New England territories 
and the northern part of Southern Territory, used in the con- 
struction of rail-ocean, ocean-rail, and rail-ocean-rail rates be- 
tween Eastern Territory and Southwestern Territory. The 
boundary lines of Seaboard Territory extended, generally, from 
Depew, N. Y., on the Niagara Frontier, through Oil City and 
other cities just east of Pittsburgh, then through southwestern 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia in the vicinity of the Ohio 
River to Bristol, Tenn.-Va., and through the Virginia Cities to 
the Atlantic Ocean. On traffic to and from the old port groups 
in the Southwest the territory was extended westward to in- 
clude additional points in western New York and Pennsylvania 
and eastern Ohio. 

This territory has been superseded by the eastern groups, 
which will be discussed later. 


Basis of Rail-Water Rates Prescribed by the Commission in 1927 
In the consolidated southwestern cases decision in 1927, the 
Commission found that through ocean-rail rates via Gulf of 


2 (123 I. C. C. 203, 339), 1927. 


Mexico and south Atlantic port routes, between north Ailantic 
ports and in Trunk Line and eastern defined territories, on the 
one hand, and cities in northeastern Texas, on the other, should 
be established. The rates between these sections were ordered 
to be established in relationship to rates via Gulf and south 
Atlantic port routes between Trunk Line and eastern defined 
territories and points in the southwest, such as Oklahoma City, 
Ardmore, Muskogee, Okla.; Fort Smith and Little Rock, Ark.: 
Texarkana, Tex.-Ark.; and Shreveport, La. These rates, in 
turn, were to be related by percentage relationships to the rates 
between eastern points and New Orleans, La.; and Houston, 
Galveston, and Beaumont, Tex.” Maximum water-rail rates be. 
tween the points in these territories via Gulf and south Atlantic 
port routes were published either as one-factor through rates 
or combination rates. The maximum reasonable rates pre- 
scribed via Gulf of Mexico port routes were to be based pri- 
marily on the total rail-ocean-rail or ocean-rail service, includ- 
ing transfer services at the ports. Consideration was directed 
to be given in fixing rates via south Atlantic ports gateway to 
the rates established to or from the Mississippi River crossings 
in the southern class rate investigation; and in fixing the latter 
to those applicable via the former gateway.’ 

Specific through ocean-rail rates or bases of rates were pre- 
scribed by the Commission between points in Eastern Territory 
groups and groups in Southwestern Territory, including differ- 
ential territory points via Galveston or Houston; via the south 
Atlantic ports, and via New Orleans. These single-sum rates 
included the differentials for differential territory.‘ The non- 
concurrence plan of publishing tariffs, repeatedly disapproved 
by the Commission in the case of all-rail rates,° and ordered 
discontinued as a basis of publishing rail-water tariffs in the 
southern class rate investigation’ was found to be unlawful for 
use in Southwestern Territory. The tariffs containing non-con- 
currence rates between Southwestern Territory and eastern de- 
fined territories were ordered canceled. New tariffs containing 
joint through rates were ordered to be published at the time the 
rates ordered in the southwestern water-rail rate adjustment 
became effective. These through rates were ordered to be estab- 
lished via the Gulf and south Atlantic port gateways.’ 


Modification of Rail-Water Rate Bases 


The Commission found the establishment of a reasonable 
and non-prejudicial rail-water rate structure between Eastern 
and Southwestern territories to be a difficult problem, due to 
several factors: 1, The lack of adequate data with respect to 
the relative costs of transportation by rail and water services; 
2, lack of jurisdiction over certain port-to-port coastwise steam- 
ship rates; 3, lack of power to prescribe minimum water-rail 
rates. 

The original basis of rates was suspended several times, 
and in 1934 the proceedings were reopened, and the basis was 
modified in the twenty-third supplemental report in the con- 
solidated southwestern cases, handed down in 1935.° Under the 
modified plan, 170 key rate points for rail-water rates were 
designated in Southwestern Territory and provision was made 
that, where any point of importance from a population or com- 
mercial standpoint in Southwestern Territory, except differen- 
tial territory, was more than 50 miles from a more distant key 
point in the general direction of a direct ocean-rail route, the 
carriers were required to publish additional key rates to or 
from such points. The key rates are graded in with the pre 
scribed key rates from or to the named key rate points in the 
same area. The same provision is made for the establishment 
of key rate points in differential territory in western Texas and 
Oklahoma, except that such points must be established when 
the points of commercial or population importance are more 
than 100 miles distant from the named key rate points. A few 
of the typical Southwestern rail-water key rate points are listed 
in Table No. 1. 


Eastern Groups 


; Six groups designated by letters were established in Trunk 
Line and eastern defined territories, Virginia, and West Vil 


? Finding 11 (123 I. C. C. 203, 377), 1927. 

* Finding 11 (123 I. C. C. 203, 377-378), 1928. 

‘Ibid and Appendix 12 (123 I. C. C. 203, 378, 447-449), 1927. 

5(7 I. C. C. 323), 1897; (49 I. C. C. 302), 1918; and (63 1 
277), 1921. 


€(100 I. C. C. 513), 1925. 
7 Finding 12 (123 I. C. C. 203, 380), 1927. 
8’ Finding 11 as modified (211 I. C. C. 601), 1935. 
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ginia, by the Commission in the twenty-third supplemental re- 
port in the consolidated southwestern cases, for the establish- 
ment of joint rail-water rates between these groups and the 
southwestern key rate points. These were amended in the 
twenty-fifth supplemental report and now include the following 
ten groupings: 


Group A includes piers or docks at New York, Philadelphia and 
Baltimore. 









Table No. 1 


TYPICAL SOUTHWESTERN KEY POINTS 
OCEAN-RAIL RATES 
















Abilene, Texas 

Alexandria, La. 

Amarillo, Texas 

Arkansas City, Kan. 

Austin, Texas 

Bastrop, La. 

Brownsville, Texas 

Corpus Christi, Texas 

Corsicana, Texas 

Crowley, La. 

Dallas, Texas 

Denison, Texas 

Eagle Pass, Texas 

El Paso, Texas 

Fayetteville, Ark. 

Fort Smith, Ark. 

Fort Worth, Texas 

Galveston, Texas—Dock and 
Rail Delivery 

Houston, Texas—Dock and 

Rail Delivery 


Jonesboro, Ark. 
Lake Charles, La. 
Laredo, Texas 

Little Rock, Ark. 
Marshall, Texas 
Muskogee, Okla. 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Pine Bluff, Ark. 
Ponca City, Ark. 
Port Arthur, Texas 
San Angelo, Texas 
San Antonio, Texas 
Shreveport, La. 
Texarkana, Ark. 
Tulsa, Okla. 

Tyler, Texas 
Uvalde, Texas 
Waco, Texas 
Waxahachie, Texas 
Wichita, Kan. 
Wichita Falls, Texas 
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The ocean-rail rates under this adjustment applicable to or 
from a point in eastern defined or Atlantic Seaboard Territory 
are determined by group location based on the distance of the 
point from the port through which the rate is computed. For 
example, the location of a point 150 miles from New York and 
250 miles from Boston is in Group B with respect to rates appli- 
cable via New York, and in Group F with respect to rates appli- 
cable via Boston. : 

Generally, the Commission does not require the publication 
of joint rail-water rates except through the ports through which 
the lowest maximum rates are prescribed. This does not 
amount, however, to a prohibition of one route meeting the 
rates prescribed via another route when this can be done with- 
out undue prejudice or preference, or without bringing down 
rates at immediate points to a basis lower than the basis pre- 
scribed via any port or route, or, without tending to break down 
the prescribed rate structure. 

Between Eastern Territory and points in Oklahoma, Ar- 
kansas, and northern Louisiana, the prescribed ocean-rail rates 
are published via the south Atlantic ports even when they are 
higher than those prescribed via New Orleans or Houston and 
Galveston, in order to make available to shippers in this section 
the superior service via south Atlantic ports. 

If the prescribed ocean-rail rates produce higher rates be- 
tween any points than the all-rail rates prescribed in the revised 
interterritorial southwestern all-rail rates between the same 
points, no joint ocean-rail rates are required to be established.” 


Relationship of Group Rates 


Rates between each of the alphabetically designated zone 
groups in Atlantic Seaboard Territory and the key rate points 
in Southwestern Territory are adjusted with respect to each 
other so as to form a double-ended rate relationship. The rates 
from Group B to Dallas, Tex., for example, are related to 
groups A and C and other group rates, while the rates from 


Table No. 2 


REPRESENTATIVE OCEAN-RAIL FIRST CLASS RATES BETW 
TERRITORY) AND KEY 





EEN EASTERN TERRITORY POINTS 
POINTS IN SOUTHWEST 


(ATLANTIC SEABOARD 





—Group A, -————— Group B 
Via Via 
Via Galveston Via South Atlantic Via Galveston Via South Atlantic 

Between and Houston New Orleans Ports and Houston New Orleans Ports 
SE is ce sce keene eewe ewes se teees 310 320 330 328 338 348 
I oo ok cera new eMenNeap ees <3 anew ease 252 270 ar 270 288 ie 
Ng as i aha hoses pas he's e6Kee ee nen 350 385 368 403 
NG NN ee og eicaeen bags «40.00.0046 aes 252 270 270 288 
Galveston, Texas, or Houston Texas: 

aR he es es aN Se liars wales Wrage ae 170 eT 193 tans 

EE OCA TTL PED 182 252 aes 204 270 cai 
ae rn ere ee ere 268 248 250 286 266 268 
CO, COI wee venesinwee saeeereneecee 271 279 279 289 297 297 
ee “NN oc ny au et auecaeéapacdiecve ce 225 290 wis 246 308 ree 
NE a a a aa ah ge diary daca'eie Bias 279 279 279 297 297 297 
IN ES) ON is ows uy ae elvreiwes.p'ee viesedawwae 271 279 etc 289 297 ears 


Source: Appendix, Twenty-fifth Supplemental Report, Consolidated Southwestern Cases (222 I. C. C. 229, 242-244), 1937. 


Group A-1 includes piers and docks at Boston and Providence, via 
roger ne ports only, and New Bedford, via Houston and Galves- 
on, only. 

Group B includes points in New England not more than 200 miles 
from New York or from the ports named in Group A-1. 

Group B-1 includes points other than in New England not more 
than 100 miles from the ports named in group A. 

Group B-2 includes points other than in New England more than 
re +>" and not more than 200 miles from other ports named in 

roup A, 

Group C includes points other than New England more than 200 
miles but not more than 325 miles from the ports named in Group A. 

Group D includes points other than New England more than 325 
miles and not more than 450 miles from the ports named in Group A. 

Group E includes points other than New England more than 450 
miles and not more than 550 miles from the ports named in Group A. 

Group F includes points in New England beyond Group B and not 
more than 325 miles from New York or from the ports named in 
Group A-1, 

Group G includes points in New England beyond Group F.® 

In determining these groupings, distances are computed 
Over the shortest routes over which carload traffic can be trans- 
ported without transfer of the lading of the cars, except as is 
otherwise provided by the Commission in the eastern class rate 
Investigation.” 

*Appendix, Section 2 (211 I. C. C. 575, 635), 1935; amended by 
Appendix (222 I. C. C, 229, 241), 1937. 

“ (164 I. C. C. 314), 1930; (171 I. C. C. 481), 1931; (177 I. C. C. 156), 
831; and (203 I. C. C. 357), 1934. 





Table No. 3 


REPRESENTATIVE MAXIMUM FIRST CLASS RATES, PRE- 
SCRIBED BY |. C. C. IN BULL LINE CASE 
(237 1. C. C. 15), 1940 


First Class 
Rates in Cts. 
Per 100 Lbs. 


182 
2 


Between Via And 


Corpus 


{ Rail delivery at Corpus Christi 
Newark or Christi = ahha 
Baltimore ae aredo 
Texas iE Paso 

- Rail delivery at Beaumont.... 

Newark or Beaumont, West Athen 
Galveston and Houston 

Rail delivery at Lake Charles. 
Crowley and Lafayette 
| Willow Glen 
Appendix, (237 I. C. C. 15), 1940. 


Baltimore Texas 


Lake 
Charles, 
La. 


Source: 





Group B to Dallas, in turn, are constructed with reference to 
the rates from this group to Houston and other southwestern 
key points. Generally, these rate relationships reflect differ- 
ences in distance, but there is no direct or controlling distance 
basis, except the broad distance zone gradations made in the 


1 Finding 11 modified (211 I. C. C. 575, 630), 1935. 
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Eastern or Seaboard Territory zones, and the general tendencies 
of the key rates to reflect relative distances. 


The relationship of ocean-rail group key point rates to each 
other may be indicated by a few representative first class rate 
relationships shown in Table No. 2. These rates are those pre- 
scribed in 1937 and do not include the Ex Parte No. 123 in- 
creases. The rates in effect in 1941 are based on the rates 
shown here, subject to the increases provided for in the effective 
horizontal rate increases since 1937. These rates are applicable 
in both directions on the same basis. Rates on classes lower 
than first class are arrived at by applying the standard Western 
Classification class rate relationships. In some cases, the rates 
via one group of ports are equalized by certain lines serving 
the same territory via other ports. 


Ocean-Rail and All-Rail Rate Relationships 


Generally, the ocean-rail rates are lower than all-rail rates 
between the same points of origin and destination, but there is 
a fixed relationship based either on the recognition of a fixed 
percentage relationship between rail and water rates, or on the 
use of “constructive mileage” based on any ratio of water to 
rail distances. The Commission, at different times in different 
rate cases, has used constructive mileage based on various ratios 
of water mileage to rail mileage in calculating rate-making dis- 
tances between the same points of origin and destination.” 


As a general statement of rate relationship, it may be said 
that, as the distances of the points of origin or destination from 
the north Atlantic, south Atlantic, or Gulf of Mexico ports in- 
crease, the spreads between the all-rail and ocean-rail rate 
diminish until they tend to disappear and the all-rail rates are 
the same as the ocean-rail rates. No generalizations are pos- 
sible to indicate the distances from the ports at which the ocean- 
rail differentials disappear, because of the double-ended nature 
of these relationships and their applicability via four sets of 
gateways—the all-rail gateways via St. Louis, Kansas City and 
Memphis; the Texas Gulf ports gateways; the New Orleans 
gateway, and the south Atlantic ports gateways. 


Marine Insurance 


In earlier decisions, the Commission required that marine 
insurance should be included in certain of the ocean-rail rates 
to and from the southwest. In the twenty-fifth supplemental 
report, it eliminated its previous findings with respect to marine 
insurance and permitted the coastwise steamship lines to in- 
clude marine insurance in their rates or not, as they choose. 
If marine insurance is included in the rates, the cost of it is 
borne by the coastwise water carriers out of their proportions 
of the through ocean-rail rates. 


Ocean-Rail Rates Via Other Texas Gulf Ports 


In 1939, the Bull Steamship Line and the port authorities 
of Corpus Christi and Beaumont, Tex., brought complaint be- 
fore the Commission attacking the reasonableness of the ocean- 
rail class and commodity rates made by combinations of the 
ocean carriers’ rates with those of railroads serving these ports. 
They sought the establishment of joint ocean-rail rates via the 
Bull Line in connection with the railroad carriers serving South- 
western Territory through the ports of Corpus Christi and 
Beaumont. Ocean-rail rates between eastern seaboard groups 
were sought on a competitive basis with the ocean-rail rates in 
effect via Houston, Galveston and New Orleans.” 


In its decision in this case, the Commission ordered the 
establishment of maximum reasonable first class ocean-rail rates 
between Port Newark, N. J., and Baltimore, and points in 
Southwestern Territory via Corpus Christi and Beaumont. 
These rates are based on the rates prescribed in the twenty-first 
and twenty-second supplemental reports in the consolidated 
southwestern cases. Class and commodity rates between 
Eastern Seaboard Territory groups B to G, inclusive, were 
placed on a basis of equality via Port Newark and Baltimore 
by adding the same amounts to these port bases as are added 
to the New York and Baltimore bases to construct rates to and 


The failure of the railroads defendants (certain southwestern rail 
carriers) to estabfish and maintain joint rates on class and commodity 
traffic. . . . by way of Corpus Christi, Beaumont, and Lake Charles, 
on bases no higher and with transit arrangements no less favorable, 


2% For examples of the use of constructive mileage see: (24 I. C. C. 
370), 1912; (81 I. C. C. 312), 1923; (100 I. C. C. 667), 1925; (192 I. C. C. 
662), 1933; and (211 I. C. C. 367), 1935. 

1% Bull S. S. Line et al. v. A. and S. R. Co. (273 U. S. 15), 1940. 

4 Findings 1, 25 and 26 of original Report and Twenty-First Sup- 
plemental Report (205 I. C. C. 601), 1934; and Twenty-Second Supple- 
mental Report (211 I. C. C. 575), 1935. 
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from the southwest via the ocean-rail routes provided for in the 
consolidated southwestern cases, as modified by the supple. 
mental reports. 

Finally the Commission found: 


than are contemporaneously maintained by the rail defendants on like 
traffic between the same points by way of Galveston and Houston as 
to Corpus Christi and Beaumont, and by way of New Orleans as ty 
Lake Charles, is and will be unduly prejudicial to the ports of Corpys 
Christi, Beaumont, and Lake Charles, and the shippers who use these 
ports, and unduly preferential of the ports of Galveston, Houston, ang 
New Orleans, and the shippers who use these ports.” 


The rates prescribed by the Commission in this case do not 
include marine insurance. They are based on the modified con. 
solidated southwestern cases ocean-rail rates increased by the 
general increases authorized by the Commission in 1937-1938" 


Selected maximum rates prescribed by the Commission jp 
this case are shown in Table No. 3 Rates between other points 
in Eastern Seaboard Territory and Southwestern Territory 
were equalized via the ocean-rail connection with these different 
groups of ports. 


Southwestern Ocean-Rail Tariffs 


Freight tariffs containing rail-and-water class and com. 
modity rates between Eastern Seaboard groups, on the one 
hand, and Southwestern Territory, on the other, are published 
along with all-rail rates jointly by the tariff publishing agents 
of the Trunk Line, New England, Central Freight, and South. 
western Freight Traffic associations, W. S. Curlett, I. N. Doe. 
B. T. Jones, and J. R. Peel, respectively. Rates for account 
of the coastwise water carriers in conjunction with the rail 
carriers parties to these tariffs are published by the Atlantic. 
yan Coastwise Steamship Freight Bureau, Julian M. King, 

gent. 


Tariffs containing port-to-port rates of the coastwise lines 
are sometimes published by individual steamship lines. 


15 (222 I. C. C. 229), 1937, and Ex Parte No. 123, (226 I. C. C, 41, 
746), 1938. 


sane (222 I. C. C. 229), 1937; Ex Parte No. 123 (226 I. C. C. 41, 746), 
1938. 


All Freight Rate Changes 


and 
All Classification Changes 


are promptly and accurately reported in 


TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


You can be sure that not a single change in rates, 
classification, transit privileges, or regulations can 
be made without your knowing about it in advance 


if you are using the weekly TRAFFIC BULLETIN. 


Each week the BULLETIN lists every new tariff 
and supplement filed; it furnishes you with the 
Consolidated Classification docket, the dockets of 
the various territorial rate committees, and many 
of their hearing bulletins and disposition notices; 
it keeps you advised of short-notice changes, on 
both railroad and truck rates; on Fourth Section 
matters; investigation and suspension orders; and 
on embargoes. Write for sample copy. 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORP. 


418 South Market Street 
CHICAGO 
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Traffic Club Doings 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
usually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value, THs TraFFic WorLp goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for ét 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—Hditor THs Trarric WorLp. 





The Charlotte, N. C., Traffic and Transportation Club has 
elected the following officers: President, J. S. Felder, manager, 
New South Express Lines, Inc.; first vice-president, W. P. 
Hickey, assistant general freight agent, Seaboard Air Line 
Railway; second vice-president, W. E. King, secretary, F. and R. 
Coal and Oil Company; secretary-treasurer, E. A. Woolen, 
clerk, Chesapeake and Ohio. Members of the board of gov- 
ernors will be: Fred A. Greene, secretary-treasurer, Interstate 
Milling Company; T. W. Quinn, commercial agent, Norfolk and 
Western; L. Worth Harris, president, Harris Brothers Transfer 
Company; George W. Brice, traffic manager, Duke Power Com- 
pany; C. R. Warren, general agent, Chesapeake and Ohio; F. E. 
Lagerholm, office manager, Horton Motor Lines; Bill Shaw, 
president, Bill Shaw Company; G. C. Potter, assistant freight 
traffic manager, Southern Railway; J. Wesley Lowther, owner, 
J. Wesley Lowther Company, and Mark P. Johnson, general 
manager, H. V. Johnson and Son. 





Mrs. Helen Harris, president of the Woman’s Traffic Club 
of Chicago, is owner and operator of the Harris Forwarding 
a Company, a common carrier trucking 
company operating 33 units. She was 
born on a farm near Pennville, Ind., 
and was educated in the Pennville 
schools, at Pomona College, Pomona, 
Calif., and in business college at Ft. 
Wayne, Ind. She worked for a num- 
ber of years as bookkeeper and ac- 
countant with firms in Ft. Wayne, 
Detroit, Mich., and Indianapolis, Ind. 
In 1932, together with her husband, she 
organized the Harris Forwarding Com- 
pany, the headquarters of which are 
now at Chicago. On the death of her 
husband, R. E. Harris, less than a year 
later, she became the active head of the 
concern. Until her recent election to 
the presidency of the Chicago Woman’s Club, of which she has 
been a member for five years, she had held no office or com- 
mittee chairmanship in that organization. 








The Traffic Study Club of Akron, O., has elected the 
following officers: President, W. H. Turner, Nickel Plate Rail- 
road; first vice-president, R. W. Wettstyne, Firestone Tire and 
Rubber Company; second vice-president, H. J. Secoy, Federal 
Express, Inc., and secretary-treasurer, E. E. Buteau, Firestone 
Tire and Rubber Company. New chairmen of the standing 
committees include: Entertainment, W. E. Washer, Akron, 
Canton and Youngstown Railway; educational, F. N. Seitz, 
Baltimore and Ohio, and membership, P. A. Amato, Caldwell 
Motor Truck Line. The club will hold its annual golf outing 
at Lake Forest Country Club July 22. 





_ The Portland, Ore., Industrial Traffic Club held its annual 
picnic at Hirter’s Park, near Dundee, Ore., July 13. The pro- 
gram included field events, golf, a baseball game between 
shipper and carrier teams, and awarding of prizes. 





__ The Indianapolis Traffic Club will sponsor a traffic club 

hight party at the Indianapolis Ball Park, August 14, when the 

Milwaukee and Indianapolis teams in the American Association 

will play a game, Proceeds of the affair will be used next 

Winter to hold the club’s annual Christmas party for under- 

Privileged children. C. Vaughn Curran is chairman of the 
ristmas party committee. 


The Traffic Club of Denver 
Eldorado Springs, Colo., July 19. 





held its annual picnic at 


The Cleveland Transportation Club will hold its annual 
summer outing, July 26, at the Columbia Hills, O., Country 
Club. The program will include golf, baseball, horse shoe pitch- 
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ing, and other events. Dinner will be served and prizes 
awarded. William J. Campion is chairman of the outing com- 
mittee. 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City held its third golf tourna- 
ment of the season at the Hillcrest Country Club July 18. 
The club rooms and offices have been moved to the eleventh 
floor of the Hotel Continental and A. W. Whisler has been 
appointed full-time secretary there. 





The Traffic Club of Pittsburgh will hold its annual sum- 
mer golf outing at the Pittsburgh Field Club July 24. There 
will be swimming and card games as well as golf. Dinner will 
be served. John B. Keeler, assistant general traffic manager, 
Koppers Company, and president of the club, will preside at 
the dinner. Arrangements for the outing are being made by 
C. W. Gottschalk, assistant traffic manager, Jones and Laugh- 
lin Steel Corporation. 





J. A. M. Marjoribanks, British consul, spoke at a monthly 
luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of Jacksonville, Fla., at 
the Seminole Hotel July 14. 





The Central Ohio Traffic Club and the Columbus Trans- 
portation Club will hold their annual joint golf outing and 
dinner at the Granville, O., Country Club July 23. 





Dr. Tully C. Knoles, president, College of the Pacific, 
Stockton, Calif., spoke on “The Present European Situation” 
at a terminal night dinner meeting of the Oakland, Callif., 
Traffic Club at the Athens Athletic Club July 15. There was a 
program of entertainment. Arrangements for the meeting were 
made by a committee representing terminal representatives. 
Jack Ventre, traffic manager, Howard Terminals, was chair- 
man of the committee. The club has gone on record in oppo- 
sition to Senate bills S. 674, S. 675, and S. 918, which it said 
would, if enacted, restrict the right of qualified persons to 
practice before the Commission and restrict the Commission 
in the matter of controlling its employes. A picnic will be 
held at Linda Vista Park, Mission San Jose, Calif., Septem- 
ber 28. Horace White, Cotant Truck Lines, is chairman of the 
picnic committee. 

The board of directors of the Pacific Traffic Association 
of San Francisco has named John R. Wagner, assistant gen- 
eral freight agent, American President Lines, as a director of 
the club to fill the unexpired term of Frank Herberth, for- 
merly traffic manager, Southern Warehouse Company, who has 
been appointed port officer at Oakland, Calif., for the United 
States Army Transport Service. At a meeting of the Tuesday 
traffic forum of the association, July 15, Dean Maddox, radio 
entertainer, spoke on “Radio—Yesterday, Today and Tomor- 
row.” 





The Traffic Club of New York will hold its annual outing, 
July 22, at the New Yurk Athletic Club, Travers Island. The 
program includes golf, horse shoe pitching, swimming, field 
events, and a softball game between shippers, captained by 
John Fletcher, and carriers, headed by Tom Keevins. The 
feature event will be a sportsman’s show consisting of log 
rolling, fly casting, canoe tilting, and wood chopping and saw- 
ing. Prizes will be awarded at a dinner. The entertainment 
committee, G. Howard Ingalls, chairman, has made arrange- 
ments for the outing. 





The Omaha Traffic Club held a dance at Peony Park July 
17. Members of the club have arranged to hold a series of 
baseball games between teams representing shippers and car- 
riers. The series, growing out of a game played at the annual 
picnic held June 19, started with a game at the Mason School 
July 14. 





Members of the Traffic Club of Minneapolis have vol- 
unteered to transport underprivileged children and others to a 
Salvation Army camp at Silver Lake, near Minneapolis, July 
22. T. Aldo Johnson is chairman of the Silver Lake transport 
committee. 





The Transportation Club of Peoria, Ill., will hold a ham 
hock dinner at Luthy’s Alps July 24. Arrangements have been 
made by the entertainment committee, of which S. H. Mast 
is chairman. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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—_— You Read These Manuals? 


Public Warehouses in Distribution, by John H. Frederick 


Nine chapters analyzing the services of public ware- 
houses in distribution, covering storage and delivery 
services, warehouse receipts, field warehousing, pool car 
distribution, storage in transit, trucking and city deliv- 
ery, flexibility of leased warehouse space, how ware- 
houses solve the branch house problem, and how to 
select public warehouses. 50 cents. 


Industrial Traffic Management, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Thirty-six chapters covering scope of traffic manage- 
ment, training, shipping and receiving, management of 
equipment, rates, rate adjustments, tariffs, routing. 
tracing, expediting, claims, express, parcel post, for- 
eign trade, procedure before I. C. C. and state commis 
sions, federal regulation. Two volumes—75 cents. 


Principles of Freight Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Sixteen chapters covering railroad freight traffic depart- 
ments, rules of freight classification, principles of rate 
making, tariff construction and interpretation, principles 
of rate structures, analysis of rate structures in freight 
rate territories, and the elements of export and import 
rates. 50 cents. 


Selling Highway Freight Transportation, by Charles E. 


Parks 


Eight chapters covering the effect of regulation on truck 
line merchandising methods, shipping motives, sales 
resistance and how to meet it, suggested techniques for 
personal solicitation, and the most profitable fields for 
selling highway freight transportation. 50 cents. 


The Principles of Water Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Twelve chapters covering the development and organiza- 
tion of water transportation, ports and port charges, 
freight forwarding and brokerage, documents and pro- 
cedure, freight classification and rates, passenger, mail, 
and express services, government aid to and regulation 
of shipping, and summaries of marine policies of lead- 
ing maritime nations. 50 cents. 


Selling Railroad Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


Ten chapters covering analysis of present selling meth- 
ods, qualifications of railroad salesman, and what he 
should know, four groups of prospects, buying motives, 
analysis of buying process. 50 cents. 


Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic, by G. Lloyd 


Wilson 


Nineteen chapters covering railroad development, cor- 
porate organization, organization and personnel of traf- 
fic departments, operating departments, roadway and 
structures, rolling stock and equipment, yard and ter- 
minal operation, accounting, solicitation and _ traffic 
development, special and terminal services, passenger 
services and rates, freight rate making and changing, 
public relations. 5@ cents. 


Motor Freight Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd 


Wilson 

Seventeen chapters covering development of motor 
transportation and highways, types of motor freight 
carriers, local and intercity services, principles of freight 
classifications and rate making, regulations governing 
tariffs and schedules, bills of lading and shipping docu- 
ments, liability and insurance, accounting principles, 
analysis of regulation. 50 cents. 


Air Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Six chapters covering air mail services, the place of air 
express in present day distribution,. passenger services, 
the regulation of air transportation by local, state, fed- 
eral and international agencies. 50 cents. 


Traffic Law, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Ten chapters covering duties and liability of carriers, spe- 
cial rates and rebates, claims, embargoes, freight pool- 
ing, payment of freight charges, as governed by the 
interstate commerce act and common law, and as ap- 
plied by the federal courts. 50 cents. 


TRAFFIC WORLD manuals may be ordered prepaid at the 


single copy prices listed 


; any two for 75 cents; three or more, 


35 cents each; in lots of twenty-five or more, 30 cents each. 
Complete Set of Eleven Manuals... . .$3.60 


418 South Market St. 


Send remittance with order to 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Chicago, Illinois 


TRAFFIC WORLD) 





Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—lItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have been 
added since the last issue of THs Trarric WorLD. New assignment; 
now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein shown 
will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancellations 
and postponements announced too late to show the change in this 
docket will be noted elsewhere. 


July 21—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Parker: 
MC C-232—Emerson Radio and Phonograph Corp. vs. Seaboard 
Freight Lines, Inc., et al. 
1. & S. M-1539—Kenneth F. Lawrence, minimum rates and charges, 


July 21—Cleveland, Ohio—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Myers: 
MC 52341, Sub. 2—The Ohio Transportation Co., Cleveland, certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 21—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 
MC F-1558—Merchants Fast Motor Lines, Inc., purchase, Marvin 
Couey. 


MC F-1559—B. F. Walker, Inc., purchase, H. E. Blue. 


July 21—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 19416, Sub. 3—C. H. Dunn, Dallas, Tex., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 19416, Sub. 2—C. H. Dunn, Dallas, Tex. 


July 21—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 72753, Sub. 1—A. W. Baynham Truck Co., Los Angeles, Calif, 
permit. 
MC 102552, Sub. 1—Cland Freight Lines, Los Angeles, Calif., cer. 
tificate. 


July 21—Louisville, Ky.—Hotel Brown—Examiner Fuller: 
28629—Commonwealth of Ky. et al. vs. Ill. Cent. et al. 


July 21—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 145: 
MC 21170, Sub. 9—Bos Freight Lines, Inc., Marshalltown, Ia., cer 
tificate to extend operations. 


July 21—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
1. & S. 4972—Explosives, Ohio River to southern ports. 


July 21—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Cosby: 
MC 30654—H. A. Jaeger, Inc., Hillside, N. J., certificate or permit. 


July 21—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 67 and 66: 
MC 31342, Sub. 1—Singer’s Transportation Co., Philadelphia, Pa, 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 96399—Noah Hershey, Parkersburg, Pa., certificate. 


July 21—Philadelphia, Pa.—Adelphia Hotel—Examiner Bryan: 
1. & S. M-1692—Michael Patrick, minimum rates and charges. 


July 21—Shreveport, La.—Washington-Youree Hotel—Examiner Benny 
MC 1288, Sub. 2—Loraine Transfer Co., Inc., Shreveport, La., cer 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 1288 and Sub. 1—Loraine Transfer Co., Inc., Shreveport, La. 


July 21—Toledo, O.—Hotel Secor—Examiner Werner: 
MC 43436, Sub. 1—Toledo Merchants Delivery Co., Toledo, O., cer 
tificate to extend operations. 


July 21—Toledo, Ohio—New Secor Hotel—Examiner Borroughs and Jt 
Bd. 65: 
MC 87555 and MC 50738—Midwest Truckers, Inc., Toledo, Ohio, cer 
tificate or permit. 
MC 13900, Sub. 1—Midwest Haulers, Inc., Toledo, Ohio, certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 13900—Midwest Haulers, Inc., Toledo, Ohio, certificate or permit 
MC 50470—D. E. Payn, Conneaut, O. 
MC 50744—J. Charleston, Bucyrus, O. 
MC 86507—E. R. Lumpkin, Miamisburg, O. 
MC 3456, Sub. 1—Mutual Trucking Co., Toledo, O., certificate to & 
tend operations. 
MC 13900, Sub. 2—Midwest Haulers, Inc., Toledo, O., certificate 1 
extend operations. 
July 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Boyden and Porterfield: 
Finance 12950—Central of Georgia reorganization. 


July 22—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
1. & S. M-1682—Coffee—Jacksonville, Fla., to Nashville, Tenn. 


July 22—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Parker: 
1. & S. M-1550—Coal, Pittston and Hazleton, Pa., to New Jerse) 


points. E 
MC 2359, Sub. 3—R. D. Dameo, Millburn, N. J., permit to exten 
operations. 
July 22—Chicago, IIl._—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Hagerty: 


MC 3027—Eastern States Transportation Co., Inc., Chicago, IIl. 
MC 3018—McKeown Transportation Co., Inc., Chicago, Ill. 


July 22—Cleveland, Ohio—Hotel Cleveland, Examiner Myers: 
MC 77038—North American Van Lines, Inc., Cleveland. 


July 22—Denver, Colo.—Shirley Savoy Hotel—Examiner Olentine: 
1. & S. M-1669—Boots and shoes, Boston, Hartford, New York 
Pacific coast. 
1. & S. M-1541—Rubber goods—Denver to Kansas City. ' 
MC C-282—Shoes and boots eastern and New England points to P* 
cific coast. 


July 22—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 75: ; 
MC 27237, Sub. 2—Union Transfer & Storage Co. of Los Angeles 
Santa Monica, Calif., certificate to extend operations. 
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THIS PHANTOM view of one end 
of a Duryea Underframe shows the 
huge springs that cushion every im- 
pact, and floating center sills that give 
complete protection to car and lading. 





DRAMATIC PROOF of the basic soundness of the Duryea floating-sill 


principle: Left: Block of wood (sill) placed against a solid wall will crack 


and splinter when hit with heavy sledge. 


Right: When spring is inserted, 


allowing the block (sill) to slide, even the hardest blows won’t cause damage. 


BECAUSE Duryea-Cushioned Cars 
give greater protection to contents, 
you are able to reduce costs of pack- 
ing and bracing for shipment, and 
therefore dispatch cars more quickly. 


For Freight Cars 
MODERN SAFEGUARD FOR SHOCKPROOF SHIPPING 





RAILROAD MEN! The Duryea 
Cushion Underframe will last the life 
of the car—can be supplied by any 
car builder—saves damage claims and 
repairs, And the cars keep rolling! 
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July 22—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-1634—Class rates, Sioux Falls, S. D., to S. D. points. 
1. & S. M-1684—Syrup, Twin Cities to Green Bay, Wis. 

July 22—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Archer: 

1. & S. 4986—Canned goods, eastern ports to Ala. 
Fourth section ap. 19044—Canned goods from eastern ports to Ala. 

July 22—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 42: 

MC 101574—Joseph Green, Newark, N. J., certificate. 

July 22—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 101405—John W. Hoffman, Union City, N. J. 


July 22—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 323: 
MC 20772, Sub. 1—William Theel, Inc., Glassboro, N. J., certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 22—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 22483—M. D. Bryant, Petersburg, Va. 
July 22—Texarkana, Tex.—Examiner Higgins: 
MC F-1583—Motor Express, Inc., purchase, G. S. Linsley and W. L. 
Thrash. 
July 22—Toledo, O.—Hotel Secor—Examiner Werner: 
MC 288, Sub. 2—F. W. Hager Bellevue, O., permit to extend opera- 
tions. 
July 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Wilbur: 
1. & S. 4964—Paints from to and between southern territory. 
July 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Gray: 
28665 and Sub, 1—Leskawa Lumber Co. vs. American-Hawaiian S. S. 
Co. 
July 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hand: 
MC 102454—The James Gibbons Co., Relay, Md., permit. 
July 23—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Sullivan: 
Ex Parte MC 20—Trunk Line territory motor carrier rates. 
July 23—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Werner: 
MC 19575, Sub. 7—R. Lengle Trucking Co., Cleveland, O., permit to 
extend operations. 
July 23—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 89164, Sub. 2—Carroll Line Oil Co., Pueblo, Colo., certificate to 
extend operations. 


July 23—Little Rock, Ark.—Hotel Marion—Jt. Bd. 215: 
MC 66808, Sub. 9—Powell Bros. Truck Lines, Inc., Springfield, Mo., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 59496, Sub. 2—Mercury Motors, Inc., Fort Smith, Ark., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 75406, Sub. 2—Superior Forwarding Co., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 29955, Sub. 2—England Bros. Truck Line, Fort Smith, Ark., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


Inc., St. Louis, Mo., 


urlington 
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July 23—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 23656, Sub. 1—Valley Truck Co., Los Angeles, Calif., permit to 
extend operations. 


July 23—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet-—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-1666—Stopping in transit—dairy products in central and 
northwestern territories. 
July 23—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 323: 
MC 88508—P. & K. Trucking Co., Elizabeth, N. J., permit. 


July 23—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 119: 
MC 75317, Sub. 1—Central Dispatch, Inc., Newark, N. J., permit to 
extend operations. 


July 23—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Skirvin Hotel—Examiner Higgins 
MC F-1564—Denco Bus Lines, Inc., lease, Oklahoma Transportation 
Co. 


July 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 255: 
MC 45584, Sub. 1—Macomber’s Delivery Service, Philadelphia, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 102438—M. Marino, Norristown, Pa., certificate. 


July 23—Roanoke, Va.—Hotel Patrick Henry—Jt. Bd. 108 and 7: 
MC 61947, Sub. 3—Consolidated Bus Lines, Inc., Bluefield, W. Va., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 102119—James L. Kesling, Pulaski, Va., permit. 


July 23—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Parker: 

MC 74608—Central City Moving & Trucking Co., Syracuse, N. Y., cer- 
tificate or permit. 

MC FC-14264—Application of T. Carroll, dba Carroll Moving Service, 
Albany, N. Y., for substitution as applicant in No. MC 74608, in 
lieu of J. Desimone and Samuel Desimone, copartners, dba Central 
City Moving and Trucking Co., Syracuse, N. Y. 


July 23—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28494—"Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for Lynch- 
burg Iron and Metal Co. vs. N. & W. et al. 
28517 and Sub. 1—Idaho Refining Co. vs. G. N. et al. 
28544—Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for Lynch- 
burg Iron & Metal Co. vs. N. & W. et al. 


July 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hand: 
1. & S. M-1627—Feed, fertilizer, canned goods, Baltimore to Pa. points. 
July 24—Chicago, Iil.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Hagerty: 
MC 100337, Sub. 2—McKinley Driveaway Co., Kalamazoo, Mich. 
July 24—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Examiner Olentine: 
1. & S. M-1624—Dried fruits, Los Angeles to Omaha and Sioux City. 
1. & S. M-1642—Scott Truck Line, minimum charges Chicago to Den- 
ver. 
1. & S. M-1656—Petroleum products, 
points. 


Phillipsburg, Kan., to Colo. 
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‘“‘What a battle, folks! The challenger 
is down again—it looks like curtains 
this time and only the third round 
with seven to go. 

“U. S. Royal Fleetway is cool as a 
cucumber with his ventilated but- 
tresses. What footwork with that flat, 
deep tread! There’s not a mark on his 
tough body construction and that long- 





Ask your U. S. Dealer how Fleetway can cut 


UNITED STATES RUBBER COMPANY 


GE ROHL LEEW 


wearing, heat-resisting carcass is re- 
sisting blow after blow. Knock-out 
punches are bouncing off his shock 
pad* construction—there goes the 
count—the challenger is still down 
and now he’s out—the champion of 
all the multi-purpose truck tires for 
low-cost-per-mile performance is still 
U. S. Royal Fleetway.”’ Sitaiticanii 


your tire-mile costs! 








8, 

>, 1230 SIXTH AVENUE 
: ROCKEFELLER CENTER 
hj NEW YORK CITY 








Personal Notes 


Slaughter Linthicum, secretary, Southeastern Peanut Asso- 
ciation, and traffic manager for several large southern indus- 
tries, died recently at his office at Atlanta, Ga. He had engaged 
in transportation work for nearly 50 years. 

Charles A. Gill was elected vice-president in charge of 
operation and maintenance, Philadelphia, for the Reading Com- 
pany, at a meeting of the board of directors of the railroad at 
Reading, Pa., July 15. He takes the place of R. W. Brown, 
who resigned recently to become president of the Lehigh Valley 
Railroad. P. S. Lewis was elected general manager at Read- 
ing. The following appointments were made: A. C. Tosh, gen- 
eral superintendent, Reading; C. D. Barwick, superintendent of 
transportation, Philadelphia, and L. R. Mumper, superintendent, 
Shamokin division, Tamaqua, Pa. 

Owen T. Cull, assistant freight traffic manager, Milwaukee 
Road, died at Chicago July 16. He had served with the com- 
pany since 1903. Edwin O. Schiewe has been named chief clerk, 
law department, at Chicago, and B. E. Lutterman has been 
appointed attorney for the company at Seattle. 

J. H. Mangold was elected vice-president in charge of 
traffic at Chicago for the Elgin, Joliet and Eastern, at a meet- 
ing of the board of directors at Chicago July 15. J. B. Davies 
has been appointed traffic manager and R. J. Hurst assistant 
general freight agent, both at Chicago. 

Fay A. Langdon has been appointed commercial agent at 
Indianapolis and J. A. Miller has been appointed terminal man- 
ager at Columbus, O., for the Inter-State System, motor 
haulers. 


Harold E. Foreman, Jr., Indianapolis Forwarding Com- 
pany, won the championship cup at the golf outing of the Cen- 
tral Motor Freight Association at the Elmhurst Country Club, 
Elmhurst, Ill., July 15. His gross score was 74. Ken Foster, 
Foster Freight Lines, Inc., was second with 76; John Houston, 
Norwalk Truck Lines, was third, and C. J. Viking, Weber 
Cartage Company, fourth. Joe Welker, Shippers’ Dispatch, Inc., 
received the prize for the most honest golfer with a card of 159. 
Harry F. Chaddick, president, Central Motor Freight Associa- 
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tion, has issued an invitation to motor hauling members of tha; 
organization to enter teams in its newly organized bowling 
league. The league will roll each Friday evening at the Tow. 
ers Club, Chicago. 

J. P. Bradley has been named traffic manager for the 
Thompson Weinman Company, Inc., at Cartersville, Ga. 

John Ihnot, for the past 12 years traffic manager for the 
North American Refractories Company, Cleveland, O., will re. 
sign from that position, effective July 26, to engage in other 
business. 


S. C. Chiles, formerly general freight agent for the South. 
ern Pacific Steamship Lines, has been appointed freight traffic 
manager for the Southern Pacific Lines at New York. 


B. C. Prince, Jr., has been appointed commercial agent at 
Starke, Fla., for the Seaboard Air Line Railway, to handle 
matters in connection with construction work at Camp Bland. 
ing, Fla. 


Marshall R. Bryan, who was transferred temporarily in 
March by the Union Pacific from Milwaukee, where he was 
general agent, to the general agency office at Omaha, has re. 
turned to his former position at Milwaukee. 

Members of the Omaha Traffic Club and associates of Mel 
Ashenfelter, assistant traffic manager, Ceco Steel Products 
Company, recently held a luncheon for Mr. Ashenfelter to mark 
— - oe ca as traffic manager for the Ceco Company at 

eoria, Ill. 








July 24—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Werner: 
MC 37473, Sub. 6—Detroit-Pittsburgh Motor Freight, Inc., Canton, 
O., certificate to extend operations. 


July 24—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: 
MC 37592, Sub. 10—C. L. Tyrrell, Chase, Kan., certificate to extend 
operations. 


July 24—Little Rock, Ark.—Hotel Marion—Jt. Bd. 215: 
MC 75628, Sub. 4—Chief Refrigerator Truck Lines, Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo., certificate to extend operations. 


July 24—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 81718, Sub. 1—Inland Transportation Corporation, Orange, Calif., 
certificate to extend operations. 


July 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Nicollet Hotel—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-1676—Groceries, etc., Twin Cities to N. D. points. 


Here Comes THE [ENNESSEAN 


The Tennessean is powered by a 4000 h.p. 
Diesel locomotive between Memphis and 
Bristol and Streamlined steam locomotive 
between Washington and Bristol. Coaches are 
ultra-modern, streamlined with the latest type 
reclining and revolving seats. The last word 
in decorative fixtures, appointments and seat- 
ing facilities will be found in the Observation- 
Tavern Car. Beautifully appointed Dining Car 
serving popular-priced meals. Most modern 
air-conditioning system. Special features in- 
clude a Hostess and train Passenger Repre- 
sentative to look after the needs of the passen- 
gers. All coach seats reserved in advance 
without additional charge. 


In addition to the Coach equipment, Pullman 
sleeping car service is available between Mem- 
phis and Chattanooga, Memphis and Bristol, 
Nashville and Bristol. 


FRANK L. JENKINS, Passenger Traffic Mgr. 
Washington, D. C. 


SOUTHERN 


WASHINGTON 
TO MEMPHIS 


Streamliner 


The Tennessean 
affords our patrons 
the finest and most 
modern Streamlined 
train service at econ- 
omy coach fares. 


RAILWAY 
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PS 


It almost seems as if you have an airport right in 
your office—when you use top-speed Air Express 


YOU GET SUPER-SPEED~ PLUS 
ECONOMY BY AIR EXPRESS: 


HERE ARE EXAMPLES: 

(Minimum Charge $1.00. Rates by Air Miles) 

Air Miles 1 Lb. 3 Lbs. 5Lbs. 10Lbs. 25. Lbs. 
200 $1.00 $1.04 $1.12 $1.32 $ 2.00 
500 1.00 1.28 1.60 2.40 5.00 

1.00 1.68 2.40 4.20 10.00 

1.00 2.48 4.00 8.00 20.00 

1.00 2.88 4.80 9.60 24.00 


1,000 
2,000 
3,000 

Proportionately Low Rates on Heavier Shipments 





When you want what you want quick and not maybe— 
headliner style samples for window display, stock refills, 
replacements, equipment heavy or light—specify 3-miles- 
a-minute Arr Express. Direct deliveries to and from 
250 United States airport cities, and thence to 23,000 off- 
airline points by rail-air connections. Economical rates, 
with special pick-up and special delivery at no extra 
charge within our regular vehicle limits in all cities and 
principal towns. International Arr Express provides regu- 


lar service between principal U. S. cities and those of scores 


of foreign countries. Phone Ramway Express—Arr Ex- 
PRESS DIVISION. 


“FASTEST WAY’ MEANS AIR EXPRESS 


RES» EXP. 





Divi.ion of RAILWAY EXPRESS 
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July 24—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Examiner Archer: 
Fourth section ap. 19031—Bottle caps from New York, N. Y., to 
Montgomery, Ala. 


July 24—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 305 and 119: 
MC 29698, Sub. 3—Lester Fellows Co., Jersey City, N. J., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 72968—O. W. Johnson, Inc., Palisades Park, N. J., license. 


July 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bds. 301 and 199: 
MC 8132, Sub. 2—Hamblet’s Express, Inc., Philadelphia, permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 87533, Sub. 1—Veneziale Brothers, Telford, Pa., certificate to ex. 
tend operations. 
July 24—Roanoke, Va.—Hotel Patrick Henry—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 65096, Sub. 1—James Arthur Fenner, Damascus, Va., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 102268—Hoff Coal Co., Inc., Pulaski, Va., permit. 
July 24—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Parker: 
MC 102453—Monroe & Davis Coal, Inc., Auburn, N. Y., certificate, 
MC 16081, Sub. 4—Owners Trucking Co., Inc., Syracuse, N. Y. 
July 24—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28502—Corporation Commission of State of Okla. vs. C. R. I. & P, 
et al. 
July 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Disque: 
28633—Jeffreys-Myers Manufacturing Co. vs. Southern et al. 
July 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
1. & S. 5006—Commodities, L. C. L., between St. Louis and Okla, 
1. & S. 5006, Ist Sup.—Commodities, L. C. L., between St. Louis and 
Okla. 
1. & S. M-1704—Commodities, L. T. L.—between IIll., Mo. and Kan. 
and Okla. points. 
July 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
17000, part 8—Rate structure investigation, cottonseed, its products, 
and related articles. 


July 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hand: 


1. & S. M-1686—Brick, corn, groceries—from and to Md. and Pa, 
points. 
1. & S. M-1685—Coal, etc.—from Md., Va. and W. Va. to Va. and 


W Va. points. 


July 25—Beaumont, Tex.—Hotel Beaumont—Examiner Archer: 

1. & S. 5003—Rice, Houston, Tex., to north Atlantic ports. 
July 25—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Examiner Olentine: 

MC C-278&—Salt, Kan. to Colo. and Wyo. points. 

1. & S. M-1623—Salt from Kan. points to Colo. and Wyo. points. 
July 25—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: 

1. & S. M-1659—Fred W. Bode—in western trunk line territory. 
July 25—Little Rock, Ark.—Hotel Marion—Examiner Benny: 

MC 40084, Sub. 1—A. B. Campbell, Keota, Okla., certificate to extend 

operations. 
MC 40084—A. B. Campbell, Keota, Okla. 


July 25—Los Angeles, Cal.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Burns: 
MC 71223, Sub. 3—C. I. Gaines Transfer & Storage, Albuquerque, 
N. M., certificate to extend operations. 


July 25—Madison, Wis.—Public Serv. Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-1693—Strawberries, Wis. to Ill., Iowa and Minn. points. 
July 25—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
1. & S. M-1670—Arrow Transportation Co.—rates and ratings. 
July 25—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 278: 
MC 102650, Sub. 1—Breyer Ice Cream Co., Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
July 25—Roanoke, Va.—Patrick Henry Hotel—Jt. Bd. 249: 


MC 1963, Sub. 2—Garst Truck Line, Inc., Bluefield, Va., certificate 
to extend operations. 


July 25—Roanoke, Va.—Patrick Henry Hotel—Jt. Bd. 279: 
MC 66562, Sub. 340—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 
July 25—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Parker: 
1. & S. M-1655—Paper and articles, New York points to N. J. and 
N. Y. points. 
MC 1503, Sub. 31—Greyhound Lines, Cleveland, O., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 102301—Everett A. Campbell, Syracuse, N. Y., permit. 


July 25—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
28216—Pick-up live stock in Ill., Ia. and Wis. 


July 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hand: 
|. & S. M-1690—Apples, peaches, Chewsville, Md., to Pa., 
W. Va. points. 


July 26—Beaumont, Tex.—Hotel Beaumont—Examiner Archer: 
1. & S. 4999—Cement, Texas to Texas ports. 
July 26—Cleveland, Ohio—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Myers: 
MC 69376, Sub. 1—A. M. Douglass Moving & Transfer Co., Youngs 
town, Ohio, certificate to extend operations. 


July 26—Little Rock, Ark.—Hotel Marion—Examiner Benny: 
MC 102639—Guy Hill, Cove, Ark., certificate. 
MC 34810, Sub. 2—Rogers Transfer Co., Rogers, Ark., certificate 10 
extend operations. 


July 26—Madison, Wis.—Public Serv. Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
* MC 54737, Sub. 1 EX—J. E. Jones Transfer Co., Poplar, Wis., ce 
tificate. 


Va, and 


July 26—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Cosby: 
MC 45380—Norman Wilkenfeld, Newark, N. J., certificate o1 permit. 


July 26—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Adelphia Hotel—Examiner Bryan: E 

i. & S. M-1680—Paperstock board, etc., from Pa. points to New York, 
ee A 

MC 102347—J. M. King, Philadelphia, permit. 
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Regular and Dependable 
Service to 


HAVANA * PANAMA * JAMAICA 
COSTA RICA * HONDURAS 
COLOMBIA * GUATEMALA 

BRITISH HONDURAS 


UNITED FRUIT COMPANY 


Pier 3, North River, New York 
321 St. Charles St. New Orleans 


View shows large passenger vessel passing 


vessels at busy export-import terminal. 


J. Russell Wait, Director of the Port 


Houston, Texas 








Every year a new crop of youngsters come up 
from the sandlots and camps for tryouts in the big 
leagues ... hopeful of making the grade 
dreaming of having ‘plenty on the ball’’ to face the 
really big-shot sluggers. Behind them are years of 
study, gruelling practice in the training camps, and 


experience in the ‘minors’. But it’s a small price 
to pay for an iron arm that can deliver the ball right 
down the “groove” with plenty of steam! 


On the railroad, delivery is equally important! 
Merchandise shipments must be delivered on time, 
straight down the groove, with precision and de- 
pendability. acquired through years of training and 
experience — training and experience, coordinated 
with adequate, efficient motive power, rolling stock, 
terminals and other facilities. When it comes to 
“pennant winning’ delivery, the Norfolk and Western 
Railway has “plenty on the ball”! 


If your shipment is to be moved between 
the Midwest and the Virginias and 
Carolinas or between the North and the 
South, specify the route of the Norfolk 
and Western. 






CINCINNATI, 
OHIO 


NORTON, VA 
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NOW SERVE THE 


MIDWEST 


Rock Island Lines, the Route of the Rockets, now operates a fleet of 





fifteen Diesel-powered, streamlined passenger trains. These modern 
marvels of transportation incorporate every known improvement for 
excellence in rail travel. They provide the utmost in safety, comfort 
and speed over their routes between: 


CHICAGO-OMAHA- CHICAGO-PEORIA KANSAS CITY- 
LINCOLN-DENVER- 6 OKLAHOMA CITY- 
COLORADO SPRINGS cioen. FORT WORTH-DALLAS 
° DES MOINES ° 
KANSAS CITY- i. KANSAS CITY- 

TOPEKA-DENVER- DES MOINES-ST. PAUL- 
MEMPHIS-LITTLE ROCK- 
COLORADO SPRINGS anenen onre. MINNEAPOLIS 
® AMARILLO ° 
MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL- FORT WORTH-DALLAS- 
CEDAR RAPIDS-ST. LOUIS HOUSTON 


Burlington-Rock Island R. R. 
FAST THROUGH FREIGHT SERVICE 


Many trains carrying carload and less than carload shipments to and 
from the West, Northwest and Southwest. Free 
Pick-up and Delivery of less than carload freight. 
Merchandise cars between all important points. 





ROUTE OF THE ROCKETS 


Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line to Houston) 
OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Penna. and 
Houston, Texas 
SAILINGS: 
From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 
Low Rates Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
























What’ You ate uck Doing All Day? 


This Device Tells Every 
Move the . the Truck Makes! 


Idle gno<tene time—day and night 
(and overtime, too!) —all on a waxed 
chart (see at left). Here, for example, 
is a 2-hourdelay,and you can put your 
finger right on it!—and then correct it! 
G Over 100,000 trucks now equipped. 
Write for booklet: ““Ten Ways of Get- 
ting More Work Out of Motor Trucks.” 


THE SERVICE RECORDER CO. 
1422 Euclid Ave., Cleveland, O. 
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July 26—Roanoke, Va.—Hotel Patrick Henry—Examiner McCaslin: 

1. & S. M-1633—Canned goods, Va. to N. C., S. C. and W. Va, 

MC C-279—Canned goods, from Christiansburg, Va., to points in N, ¢ 
S. C., and W. Va. 


July 26—Roanoke, Va.—Hotel Patrick Henry—Jt. Bd. 279: 
MC 102538—Yellow Cab Transportation Co., Bristol, Tenn., 
July 26—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Parker: 
MC 92481, Sub. 1—Lavarnway’s Express, Rome, N. Y., permit to ey. 
tend operations. 
July 28—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 69: 
* MC 39330, Sub. 1—Eagle Transportation Co., Dracut, Mass., 


certificate 


permit 
to extend operations. 
* MC 29743, Sub. 3—Fred’s Motor Transportation, Somerville, Mass 
permit to extend operations. 
July 28—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 13: 
MC 27089, Sub. 1—Kochs Motor Service, Waukegan, IIl., permit. 


July 28—Cleveland, Ohio—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Myers: 
MC 11289, Sub. 1—Lincoln Storage Co., Cleveland, certificate to ey. 
tend operations. 
July 28—Corpus Christi, Tex.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Walsh: 
28023—Bull Steamship Line et al. vs. A. & S. et al. 
July 28—Cumberland, Md.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 102423—Savage Motor Lines, Mt. Savage, Md., certificate. 


July 28—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Jt. Bd. 126: 


MC 29988, Sub. 3—Denver-Chicago Trucking Co., Denver, Colo., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 
July 28—Hartford, Conn.—Public Utilities—Jt. Bd. 22: 
MC 50862, Sub. 1—White Circle Line, Thompsonville, Conn., cer. 


tificate to extend operations. 


July 28—Hartford, Conn.—Public Utilities Comm.—Examiner Bryan: 
MC 70165—Joseph A. Kimler, West Haven, Conn. 


July 28—Kansas City, Mo.—Pickwick Hotel—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-1615—Paint and soap Kansas City and St. Joseph to Chi- 
cago. 
1. & S. M-1678—E. H. McQueen, 


mixed truckload rule and com- 
modity rates. 


July 28—Little Rock, Ark.—Hotel Marion—Examiner Benny: 
MC 77596, Sub. 3—Arkansas Traveller, Bentonville, Ark., 
to extend operations. 
MC 102565—A. E. Lammers, Stuttgart, Ark., certificate. 
MC 77596, Sub. 1—Arkansas Traveller, Bentonville, Ark. 


July 28—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 78786, Sub. 58—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., San Francisco, Calif,, 
certificate to extend operations. 


certificate 


July 28—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Examiner Peterson: 
* MC 102602—A. C. Wilson, West Allis, Wis., permit. 


July 28—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Cosby: 
MC 59999, Sub. 1—Joralemon Brothers, Inc., Lyndhurst, N. J., per- 
mit to extend operations. 
MC 52523, Sub. 1—M. Satsky Co., 
extend operations. 


July 28—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hote]l Adelphia—Examiner 
MC 32505, Sub. 1—Vinci’s Express, Inc., 
tificate to extend operations. 


July 28—Roanoke, Va.—Patrick Henry Hotel—Examiner McCaslin: 
MC 32620, Sub. 1—H. M. Turner Trucking Corp., Martinsville, Va., 
certificate to extend operations. 


July 28—Salt Lake City, Utah—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 258: 
MC C-205—Intermountain-Coast Motor Freight Tariff Bureau vs. Salt 
Lake Transfer Co. 


July 28—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
1. & S. 4786—Package rates on citrus fruits. 
1. & S. 4787—Package rates on citrus fruits. 
28501—Alturas Packing Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
28547—Associated Anaheim Growers, Inc., et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
1. & S. 4511—Estimated weights on citrus fruits. 
27741—Waverly Growers’ Cooperative vs. A. C. & Y. 
Fourth section ap. 18377—Citrus fruits from the Pacific coast. 
Fourth section ap. 18420—Package rates on citrus fruits from Texas 

producing points. 

Fourth section ap. 18407—Citrus fruits from Fla. 


July 29—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 189: 

* MC 88973, Sub. 1—R. E. Guerin Trucking Co., Inc., 
certificate to extend operations. 

* MC 21272, Sub. 2—R. E. Guerin Trucking Co., I 
permit to extend operations. 


July 29—Chicago, II1.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Hagerty: 
MC 39521, Sub. 1—Chicago Southern Transportation Co., E. St. Louis, 
Ill., permit to extend operations. 
July 29—Cleveland, Ohio—Hotel Cleveland—Jt. Bd. 27 and 57: 
MC 102437—C. J. Moore, Jr., Cleveland, permit. 
MC 102224—Russell Trucking Line, Bay Bridge, Ohio, permit. 


July 29—Cumberland, Md.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bds. 63 and 74: 
MC 88516, Sub. 1—R. C. Pugh, Slanesville, W. Va., certificate. 
MC 94390—A. J. M. Pike, Selbysport, Md., certificate. 

July 29—Cumberland, Md.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 206: 

MC 102556—F. M. Collins, Bruceton Mills, W. Va., permit. 

July 29—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Jt. Bd. 126: 
MC 102, Sub. 2—Perry Truck Lines, Inc., Denver, Colo., 

to extend operations. 
MC 200, Sub. 14—Riss & Co., 
extend operations. 


Inc., Newark, N. J., permit to 


Ormond: 
Sea Isle City, N. J., cer 


Worcester, Mass., 


c., Worcester, Mass., 


certificate 


Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certificate to 









certificé 
july 29—P 
MC 5615! 
extend 
MC 77577 
certific 


July 29—S 
MC 8927! 
tend 0 


July 29—S 
MC 2232! 
Gordo! 
Subs. 
Hahn, 
succes 
Utica, 


July 29—\ 
mc 892C 


July ; 
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cCaslin: 
r. Va, july 29—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: 
its in N.¢ MC 7777, Sub. 6—Rose Line Transp. Co., Inc., Des Moines, Ia., per- 
mit to extend operations. 

|, & S. M-1640—Batteries, beverages, etc., St. Joseph to Kan. 
, Certificate HH jyly 29—Little Rock, Ark—Hotel Marion—Jt. Bd. 215: 
: MC 36394, Sub. 5—Ark Motor Coaches of Tenn., Inc., Little Rock, 
rmit to ex. Ark., certificate to extend operations. 

july 29—-Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Jt. Bd. 95: 

¢ MC 6031, Sub. 3—Barry Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Milwaukee, 
ISS., permit Wis., permit to extend operations. 

july 29—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Cosby: 
lle, Mass mc 59576—Russo Trucking Co., New York, N. Y., certificate or per- 


mit. LEMIGM VALLEY 
July 29—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 119: a eS 
permit, MC 59141, Sub. 2—Gray Line Motor Tours, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 


cate to ex. I july 29—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Ormond: 
MC 56155, Sub. 2—Leonard H. Himes, Kimberton, Pa., permit to 
alsh: extend operations. 
MC 77577, Sub. 1—Glennon’s Milk Service, Inc., West Chester, Pa., 
certificate to extend operations. 


STARRETT-LEHIGH | 
cate. july 22—Salt Lake City, Utah—Public Serv. Comm.—Jt. Bd. 173: ILDING 
MC 89276, Sub. 2—William Hess, Randolph, Utah, certificate to ex- 


tend operations. 


Colo., cer. c t—E i Darker: OUTSTANDING as its dominance over New York’s West 
coed apd Guba. 1 ond 2 end tnt GitUb-ds matter of holding Wy Side midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING 
Roden & Warren. Utica. N. Y.. of certificate under MC 22325 and offers the manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 
Onn., cer Subs. 1 and 2, as successor in interest to R. L. Richards, E. F. 7 : : 
Hahn, trustee, Utica, N. Y., and of permit under MC 52726, as e Lehigh Valley R. R. freight terminal on street level; 
> Bryan: successor in interest, in part, to Mohawk Valley Transportation Co., elevators direct to rail yard platform 
Utica, N. Y. e Truck elevators to all floors, affording street floor 
nag july 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Dillon: facilities throughout 
pn to Ge mc and _ hae nc Mo. eFloor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller 
| July 29—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: . 
and com- 29604—J. A. Farquharson, National Legislative Representative, units may be leased Vf 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen vs. D. & H. et al. eHigh safety standards—Jow insurance rates 
‘ July 29—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Johnson: e Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
) COnTERae |. & S. 5007—Paper, Richmond, Va., to New York, N. Y. e Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop. 
Fourth Section Ap. 19076—Paper from Richmond, Va., to New York, 
N. Y. INVESTIGATE .... learn what satisfied, 
July 29—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Schubert: nationally-known occupants are doing at the 
MC 47352, Sub. 3—Ernest C. Hendrix, Inc., Aberdeen, Md., certificate . . - 
isco, Calif., to extend operations. S ™ F h h B ld 
July 30—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Jt. Bd. 20: tarrett e 1g ul Ing 
eee * MC 95745, Sub. 1—Braver, Healey & Co., Inc., Boston, Mass., permit West 26th —West 27th Streets—Ilth to 13th Avenues 
Prony! to extend operations. ; ae . 
* MC 96409—F. J. Ready & Co., Lowell, Mass., certificate. D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street Tel.: CHickering 4-5520 
: July 30—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Jt. Bd. 42: 
N. J., per- MC 102677—J. Yckowski, Clarks Summit, Pa., permit. 
permit to July, 30—Cleveland, Ohio—Hotel Cleveland—Jt. Bd. 117 and Examiner For less Short handed? Rushed? New rates to figure? 
Myers: than Here's a help. Freight rate service that gives you rates 
e MC it Sub. 8—Penn-Ohio Coach Lines, Co., certificate to extend to all agency stations and thousands of inland and prepaid 
ane: Spares One. : scri t rate changes on or before effec- 
N. J., cer- MC 31340, Sub. 1—Motor Transit Co., Cleveland, certificate to extend 53c snags Rte ty eager aw “po to v8 a0 
operations. E . 
easy to figure—a real help. 
ceCaslin: July 30—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Jt. Bd. 126: a week v 3 nd for a aoe on approval 
sville, Va., MC 691—Comet Motor Express Co., Craig, Colo., certificate. DOWAGIAC 
MC 691, Sub. 2—Comet Motor Express Co., Craig, Colo., certificate NATIONAL FREIGHT RATE SERVIC MICHIGAN 
— to extend operations. Publishing Rates Since 1914 
nape July 30—Green Bay, Wis.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 95: 
m VS. ¢ * MC 19778, Sub. 5—C. M. St. P. & P. R. R. Co., Chicago, Ill., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. : 
July 30—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Dawson: = — : 
|, & S. M-1645—W. J. James and Son, stopping in transit rule. \ ae N ER AND FREIGHT 
July 30—Los Angeles, Calif.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 78: 7 . 3 Service from < 
& Yy. etal MC 15920, Sub. 1—Paulsen & March, Los Angeles, Calif., certificate. bs . U. S. GULF PORTS TO 


MC 26465—E. G. Stueben, Los Angeles, Calif., certificate or permit. 
July 30—Newark, N. J.—Industrial Bldg.—Examiner Cosby: BRAZIL-URUGUAY-ARGENTINA 


re MC 62347, Sub. 1—John E. Kulpa, Bloomfield, N. J., certificate to ex- MISSISSIPPI SHIPPING CO. 








from Texas tend operations. 
MC 71532—Arkay Delivery Service, Newark, N. J., certificate or ee eens few yom 
permit. 
July 30—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Ormond: —_. 6 — l oFsaxXx=—o Sa 
‘ter, Mass. MC 59397, Sub. 1—Joseph W. Musto, Vineland, N. J., certificate to WYlon « 
extend operations. « 
ster, Mass., ~~ 30—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Sullivan: 
x Parte MC 20—Trunk Line territory motor carrier rates. . 
July 30—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Examiner Linn: CARS — Tank, Refrigerator, 
St. Louis, MC C-236—Contracts, agreements and arrangements between certain 
common carriers by motor vehicle and Valley Express Co. Hopper, Gondola, Dump, Etc. 
7: July 30—Salt Lake City, Utah—Public Serv. Comm.—Jt. Bd. 360 and 
258: LOCOMOTIVES — All types. 
rmit. . 63095, Sub. 4—Johnson Truck Line, Price, Utah, permit to ex- 
Ls end operations. TS 
cate. MC 102574—A. W. Thornock, Randolph, Utah, permit. Request CAR REPAIR PAR AND 
July 30—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Parker: a RELAYING RAILS. 


MC 17860 and MC 59066—B. & A. Transportation Co., Inc., Fulton, 
N. Y. when responding. 


Also your Inquiries for above. 


a 








— 
certificate 
| op TRANSFER AND STORAGE BUSINESS—Excellent proft record| TRON & STEEL PRODUCTS, Inc. 
rtificate to rd 17 years. Located in progressive, pleasant city within 90 miles of 4 , P aia 
hicago. Will sell all or part interest, on an attractive arrangement, 36 years’ experience 13450 S. Brainard Ave., Chicago, Illinois 


to man capable of running the business. Address Box 19, Traffic World. “ANYTHING containing IRON or STEEL’’ 


Lo an at gre ee 


TRAFFIC wor 


MOTOR TRANSPORT SECTION 


PUBLISHED IN THE THIRD WEEK'S ISSUE EACH MONTH 


Although TRAFFIC WORLD has taken every reasonable 
precaution to restrict this Section to responsible, depend- 
eble and capable motor transport operators, it assumes no 
responsibility for dealings or service. /t requests, however, 
that traffic managers report any unsatisfactory experiences, 
should they arise. The source of such reports will not be 
divulged under any circumstances. 


Clemans Truck Lines. Inc 
Decatur Cartage Co 
Yellow Truck Lines, Inc 


Tidewater Express 


COMMON CARRIER—ICC Certificate MC-No. 


INCORPORATED (MD.) Established 1933 ICC Docket No. 1658 


KEY TO INDIVIDUAL MAPS INCLUDED IN THIS SECTION 
qummmmmms Daily INTER- and INTRAstate service. eecce ce ferries. 


se Daily INTERstate service (no INTRAstate). @ O Principal points served. E Terminal cities 
Daily coordinated rail-motor service. {p)tadioetes ee wtanl 
emus Service 2 or 3 times weekly. in insurance or bonds of the carrier will be reno, 
: : Unless otherwise noted on maps, motor lines 
en Irregular or special service routes. lon acs Aiden aiioy aaa + ng = pee 
eweceees: Connecting lines. ators when their routes extend into other sty 


INDEX 
Interstate Motor Freight System 2 Shirks Motor Express Corp. 
McNamara Motor — Shippers Dispatch, Inc................05. 
Norwalk Truck Line Tidewater Express Lines, Inc.. 
Red Wolverine Express, Inc 


Lines, Inc. | | Shirks Motor Express Corp. i 


- S. Robert Posey, Pres. 
60 —tedaaeaaalaaaaa COMMON CARRIERS prserscrnmr yg MANGIEIM PIKE 
TO CANADA. ~"~a_¢ Faw Rochester 


204-30 Key Highway, BALTIMORE, MD. EQUIPMENT: 10Trac- [62202 Sua. ¥. LANCASTER, PA. 


J. T. Bennett, Traffic Manager 
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Red Lion » Querryville 


PENNSYLVANIA 
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~~ Rockville 


rMARY! ‘ = 
VIRGINIA “ Cc: = Ficece: 








WASH oe © Ashland 


tors, 12 trailers. 
rucks, 12 van, 
open. All company 
own 
SERVICE FEATURES: 
Daily serv. all routes. 
Pick-up and delivery a6 
at all points. Cartage service at Lancaster. 
BRANCH OFFICES A coe + an SS || 
BRANCH OFFICES Baltimore—Exiceson Transier Company. eat <P ’ | 
uffalo as. A. Kuhns. ? ¢ fw 
HG. Grafton (Tel, 111) a ne a ager a ty ae “ SN iyet7 Porter 
. iladelphia— m's Express. Le S77 DELLA “il 
Frederick, Md., 300 East St. ik aeaay-ciitimnens tenting to. MD. Poet Se SH, DEL og 
Norman Murray ag Pneld ste Wilmington—Wooleyhan Transport Co. 
D. li, Brown (Tel. 6122). | | ENS-—#Cargo, $10.000-820,000 + Pub. 
2 ab.,$10, 000. rop.Damage, 
Washington, D. C., 2516 H St, | | $10,060-$20.000. Workmen's Comp. 


Telephone—SOuth 1551 -2 


J. r Bard (Tel. poet 2224) 

Lancaster, Pa., 539 N. Mulberry 
St. 

Keystone Express & Storage Co. 
(Tel. 8248) 


Harrisburg, Pa., 1539 Walnut St. These F eatures 


Hill Express “" 38-6121) 


Fredericks Va. ° = 
, (> (01 No. Meadow Make This Section 


RICHMOND St. 
J. P. Dillard (Tel. Dial 6-0209) 


sisteeianiinie Distinctive and Efficient to Use 


Individual Southern Motor Carrier Rate Conference 
Middle Atlantic States Motor Carriers Conference Eastern-Central Motor Carrier Association 


EQUIPMENT I. GRAPHIC PRESENTATION OF 


8 tractors, 10 trailers. Trucks, 35 vans (12 carry ice for refrigeration 
when needed); 8 open bodies, | flat body. All company owned. OPERATIONS 


*Car $10,000 pl aaa a A Ce..of Lente) . The maps are prepared by THE TRAFFIC WORLD— 
go pilus orthern Assur. re) ndon . 2 “f : 
Public. Liability, $10,000 & $50,000; Property Damage, all according to one key—and are therefore uniform 
$5, 000-$50 deductible (Fidelity and Casualty Co. of N. Y.). Work- 


h 
Cocnits Ghamnamentinn tamiacman’s teval Camcsity). . The maps show accurately the routes covered by eac 


line and the points of interchange. 


. The maps show which routes are INTERstate and 
which are INTRAstate. You see at a glance if any one 


A Reliable Source ites line can do the job you want done. 
II. EASY TO USE—EASY REFERENCE 


1. An alphabetical index of companies. 


“With the great number of trucks operating at the 
present time, information from a reliable source as to the 


responsibility of truck operators is of considerable value 2. Grouping of advertisements so that lines serving, in 
general, the same areas are together. 


Ill. FACTUAL UP-TO-DATE COPY 


to shippers. Keep this up.” 


(Stove and Range Mfr.) 


St. Louis. Mi : Data, including maps, are kept up-to-date by a monthly 
t. =, See check-up with each advertiser. 





